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document was a very interesting one, and he thought 
no objection would be made to printing it. 
Objections were made by several, and the motion 
was not received. 
The following bills from the Senate were several- 
ly read twice, and referred to appropriate commit- 


ar act extending the jurisdiction of the district 
courts, in certain cases, to the lakes and navigable 
waters of the same. 

An act extending the patent heretofore granted to 
William Woodward. 

An act for the relief of Noah Miller, of the State of 
Maine; and , : 

An act for the relief of the corporation of Wash- 
ington. 

he bill from the Senate entitled An act supple- 
mentary to the act to repeal the act for the better or- 
ganization of the district courts of the United States 
in the State of Louisiana, and for other purposes, 
was read twiee. 

Mr. I. E. MORSE moved that the bill be put on 
its passage, Which was agreed to; and if was accord- 
ingly read the third time and passed. 

he bill from the Senate entitled An act to amend 
the act entitled an act to carry into effect in the 
States of Alabama and Mississippi, the existing 
compacts with those States in regard to the five per 
cent. fund for school purposes, was read twice. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the bill be put on its 

assage, which was agreed to; and it was according- 
ly read the third time and passed. 

WESTERN WATERS. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said that, with the view of 
moving to take up the bills making appropriations 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, he moved 
that the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman could move 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and when that motion was carried, it 
would be competent for the committee to take up 
what business it pleased. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he was aware of that. He 
only intended to give notice of the motion he would 
make, ifthe motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole prevailed. 

The question being put, the motion of Mr. Trs- 
BATTS Was agreed to; and the House accordingly re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. Wetter, of Ohio, in the 
chair. 

Mr. BURKE moved to take up the joint resolu- 
tion of the Senate apmenning Oe Attorney General 
to contract for a certain number of copies of a pro- 
posed edition of the laws of the United States. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to take up the post office 


bill. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to take up the bill ma- 
king appropriations for the improvement of certain 
harbors and rivers. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee take up 
the army appropriation bill. 

The pepe was first put on Mr. Burxe’s mo- 
tion; and it was rejected. 

The question was next put on Mr. McKay’s mo- 
tion; and it was also rejected—ayes 73, noes 95. 


POST OFFICE BILL. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that the committee take 
up Senate bill No. 46, to reduce the rates of postage, 
to limit the use and correct the abuse of the frank- 
ing privilege, and for the prevention of frauds on the 
revenues of the Post Office. 

Tellers were then called for, and Messrs. Cates 
B. Smita and Trssarts were appointed; and, hav- 
mg taken the vote, they reported 101 in the affirma- 
uve and 28 in the negative. 

The CLERK then read the bill through all its 
sections. 

The reading of the bill having been concluded, 
and the first section being under consideration,( which 
establishes a uniform rate of postage, viz: 5 cents 
for all distances for letters or parcels not exceeding 
in weight one-half ounce, which are deemed single 
letters; charges two cents on drop letters, and on ad- 
vertised letters the additional charge of advertising, ) 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to amend by striking out 
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and inserting as a substitute therefor, the first sec- 
tion, slightly modified, of the bill reported by Mr. 
Harpm, from the committee of the Heube. This 
amendment proposes to make the rates of postage 
on “single sheets of paper” for 100 miles and un- 
der 5 cents, and over that distance 10 cents; doubles, 
trebles, or quadruples the charge for two, three, or 
four sheets; until the package arrives at the weight 
of one ounce avoirdupois, when it is charged quad- 
ruple the single rates, and an additional single post- 
age for each additional half ounce; provides that the 
postages aforesaid be prepaid, and if not prepaid, 
doubles the foregoing rates; charges 3 cents on drop 
letters, unless prepaid, in which case 2 cents; charges 
2 cents additional on advertised letcers; prescatees 
that it shall not be necessary to advertise letters 
which have been refused by those to whom directed; 
providing for their being sent, marked “refused,” 
to the dead-letter office; subjects to the foregoing rates 
and charges every article or thing sent by mail, ex- 
cept those by this act sent free, unless it be a news- 
paper, pamphlet, or other printed matter “‘hereinafier 
mentioned, containing no written matter whatever 
beyond the address and the name of the person send- 
ing the same, nor any mark or sign to serve the 
—— of a written communication; and which 
shail be so folded or enveloped as to be open at least 
at one end.” 

Mr. HOPKINS obtained the floor, but yielded 
for a moment at the request of 

Mr. JAMESON, who moved an amendment to 
the first section, to establish the rate 5 cents for 200 
miles and under; of 10 cents between 200 and 400 
miles; and of 20 cents over 400 miles. 

Mr. HOPKINS said he had, from the commence- 
ment of the present session, believed the Post Office 
Department a doomed department of the public ser- 
vice; he had believed that it would not bear the re- 
duction which seemed to be desired on almost every 
side of the House. He was content, however, upon 
reflection, to agree to three rates of postage-—5, 10, 
and 15 cents 
duction. He did not believe the service would bear 
a greater one. But the committee of this House, 
after great reflection on the subject, and, as he be- 
lieved, with an anxious desire on the part of every 
member of the committee to arrive at some safe con- 
clusion, differed with him, and had recommended 
to the House two rates—5 and 10 cents; for 300 
miles and less, 5 cents. He believed that distance 
ought to be reduced to 100 miles. He knew there 
were strong arguments against it. It would be con- 
tended, if this lowest rate did not extend to 300 
miles, so as to embrace the points between which 
the private expresses chiefly operated, that that illi- 
cit service would still continue, to the injury of the 
Post Office Department; and that much of the mail 
matter would find its way of transmission through 
these expresses. But gentlemen must carry along 
with that idea another, viz: that the private express- 
es between the chief cities of the Union would 
make a profitable business at less than 5 cents. 
When they reduced to five cents between New 
York and Philadelphia, the private expresses would 
still carry at 3 cents, and make it a profitable busi- 
ness. It was utterly impossible, therefore, to put 
down the private — by reducing the rates 
of postage if they still preserved the cardinal prin- 
ciple of the department, viz: that it shall be left to 
its own income for support; for it must be perceived 
that the moment the rates of postage were reduced 
so as to break down these expresses the unprofit- 
able routes must be broken down, or the depart- 
ment must become a charge on the treasury. 
That was clear. This government could not com- 
pete with the private expresses, and they could not 
compel the private expenses to keep up on unpro- 
fitable routes. The consequence was that the pri- 
vate expresses would never supply the interior of 
the country—that they would never carry the mail 
matter along the sparsely settled regions of the South 
and West. 

The proposition, therefore, presented this alterna- 
tive: if they adopted the rate of postage established 
by the Senate bill, the service must either be cur- 
tailed and crippled in a corresponding , or the 
oe must be put on the national treasury. 

e appealed to gentlemen to vote with him to 
apply the 5cent rate to 100 miles; and if hereafter it 


That, of itself, would be a heavy re- | 


was found that the service would admit of its boing 
extended to 200 or 300 miles, how easily it might 
be accomplished by a bill of one section to that ef- 
fect. He would be glad, if the service admitted, to 
see the 5 cent rate extended to the whole Union, 
and for small distances the 2 cent rate; but it was 
not for a moment imaginable that it could be 
done. He warned gentlemen if the Senate 
bill passed there would result a deficiency in 
the revenues of the department of not 
less than three millions dollars. The bill proposed 
a uniform rate of five cents. The present number 
of letters ave about twenty-seven millions; let 
them suppose that the mail correspondence of the 
country was increased in the highest ratio claimed 
by the most imaginary advocate of the cheap sys- 
tem, and then we had forty millions of letters, which 
would give a revenue at farthest not sue two 
millions; and this on the hypothesis that each letter 
was asingle letter. But this bill went further, and 
applied the single rate to all packages not exceeding 
half ounce in weight, which it considered single let- 
ters. Instead of this increasing the commercial 
correspondence of the country, it would reduce it. 
The thin French letter paper would be obtained, 
eight sheets of which might enclosed in an envelope, 
and not weigh over half an ounce. Did they believe 
that our merchants would send single sheets, when 
the law would allow them eight sheets at the same 
rate? If one had not so many letters to send, some 
half dozen houses would combine together for the 
purpose of making up the half ounce. Then the 
whole increase of the correspondence of the coun- 
try would be of friendly correspondence. The 
commercial correspondence would be decreased un- 
der the Senate bill. 

But supposing that the correspondence was in- 
creased, and that the number of letters was swollen 
up to forty millions, it would give but two millions 
of revenue; and he maintained, with the half ounce 
principle, we would not realize more one and a half 
millions of dollars; and that the returns to the next 
Congress, if the bill became a law, would demon- 
strate it. 

He knew it had been said that the mail matter in 
Englend had greatly increased under the penny- 
postage system. He referred to several circum- 
stances which, in this country, would tend to oppose 
its so successful operation, viz: the comparative 
sparcity of population, the greater distance of routes, 
the greater expenses thereon, &c., and, in view of the 
utter failure in which the experiment must result, 
declared he would leave it to other gentlemen to 
perform the miserable office of catering to the com- 
mands of the commercial cities of the Union. 

He did not mean to labor this question. He sub- 
mitted the bill to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Harp, } who was familiar with it in all its opera- 
tions, to take chaige of it. The gentleman’s con- 
stituents had a deeper interest in it than his constit- 
uents had. 

But he would enumerate one or two among the 
many objections to it. After all that had been said 
on this subject by the city presses—after they had 
applied the lash so freely on this House, and on no 
member in a spirit of ter denunciation than on 
himself, notwithstanding it was said that this bill 
was amply discussed in the Senate, and we ought 
not dare to amend it, it wane found, in f tegiale 
ble judgment, one of the crudest pieces o isla- 
tiots that had ever any deliberative body. 
Under this bill would it be believed that the post- 
master in Boston would be annually a debtor to the 

vernment of ——— oe, ae on 
the necessary incidental expenses of the post office 
were about $17,000, and that with the highest esti- 
mated increase of letters of 100 per cent., his com- 
mission would still fall short of this amount by 
$7,000. There would be a like defieit of commis- 
sion to the amount of $2,000, in St. Louis; and 
similar would be the state of the case in Philadel- 
phia, New York, and the other large cities. — 

Another objection which he named was in rele- 
tion to the franking privilege. if any one thing 
more distinctly than another was demanded 
in the numerous petitions on this subject, it was the 
entire abolition of this franking privilege; yet it was 
reserved under this bill, and that in a very objec- 
tionable form, as by it members of Congress were 
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allowed to send a certain number of letters free, 
while for those they received they were thrown on 
the mercy ofthe government. It was, in fact, giv- 
ing the franking privilege to the man in the country 
with whom they corresponded, while the letters re- 
ceived by members of Congress on business for 
others were not comprehended within this priv- 
ilege. 

e repeated, he believed the service was doomed. 
It was to go on to the national treasury without 
check or limitation. It was for the wisdom of this 
House to determine whether they would thus allow 
this department of the government, which now, and 
since the commencement of the government, had 
had the wholesome, salutary check upon it of being 
required to support itself, to be thrown on the gen- 
eral government. In his humble judgment, if this 
bill were passed, ten years would not elapse before 
it would be an annual charge of ten millions of dol- 
lars on the treasury. 

Mr. RATHBUN was not disposed to take up 
the time of the House. He had a few words, how- 
ever, to say on this bill. It was evident, if they 
meant to make any improvement by the reduction 
of the rates of postage, they must take the present 
bill, which, he admitted, had some defects in it. 
He was not disposed to yield or succumb to the dic- 
tation of the other branch of the legislature—as litle 
80 disposed as any other member. But when they 
had a boon like the present offered, notwithstanding 
the numerous defects of the bill, he was disposed to 
accept Ll. 

He had no apprehension that the present bill 
would not, after a brief experience, produce as much 
revenue as the present rates of postage yielded. He 
looked upon it as one of the plainest propositions in 
the world. Like the reduction of fare on steam- 
boats and railroads, it would increase the amount of 
business. In addition to our experience in this 
country of the effect cf such reductions, we had be- 
fore us the experience of Great Britain upon this 
identical subject—thai the reduction of the rates of 
postage, instead of decreasing the amount of letters 
sent, increased it. There, the rate formerly was 
a and it was reduced to 1. penny—one-seventh 
of that previously established; here, the highest rate 
was 25 cents; it was proposed to reduee it to 5 cents, 
or to one-fifth; and, if they took the average, it was 
but little over, or did not at all exceed, a reduction 
to one-third of the former rates. 

As to the argument that the compensation of the 
postmasters at Boston, New York, and other large 
offices, would be so reduced that they would be an- 
nually brought in debt, he thought there was no 
weight in it. He was pretty sure that whether this 
bill passed or not, there would always be hundreds 
of persons anxious to fill these offices. He was for 
taking. this bill with all its defects and imperfections, 
without any alteration, as it was infinitely better 
than the present system. He looked upon taxa- 
tion upon correspondence as a grievous burden 
upon the intelligence and literature of the country. 
He looked upon cheap communication through the 
mails as the pioneer to the universal intelligence of 
the nation. Even if the effects of this reform should 
be as argued by the gentleman from Virginia, to 
draw two or three millions annually from the treasu- 
ry, he would be willing to go for it. We have (said 
he) a fund—he meant the land fund—which could 
very properly be devoted to this purpose. There 
was one project on foot for distributing the land 
fund among the several States, and another for 
ceding the lands to the States in which they lie— 
neither of which projects could stand in competition 
with the one for devoting it to the dissemination of 
intelligence among the people. 

He now moved that the committee rise, for the 
purpose of allowing him to introduce a resolution to 
terminate debate on this bill in ten minutes. 

The question was taken on this motion by tellers, 
(Messrs. P. Kine and Tuomasson,) and decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 83, noes 54; and the commit- 
tee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. HAMLIN then offered a resolution to termi- 
nate debate in Committee of the Whole in ten min- 
utes after the House should again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. H. called for the previous question on this mo- 
uon. 

Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR asked if it would 
be in order to move to amend this resolution. 

Tie SPEAKER said it would not, the previous 
questidn having been called. 

Mr. COBB moved a call of the House before 
taking the question on seconding the previous ques- 


tion, in order that they might know whether a ma- | 


jority of that House was determined to the 
members and put down all debate on this bill. Mr. 
C. called for the yeas and nays on his motion. 

Mr. HAMLIN modified his motion by striking 
out 10 minutes and inserting two hours after the 
House shall again resolve itself into a Committee of 
Mr, PAYNE posed to the gentl fi 

r. pro to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cons} to withdraw ois motion, 80 
a he might move to lay the resolution on the ta- 

e. 

Mr. COBB declined withdrawing his motion. — 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the question 
was taken on Mr. Coss’s motion—resulting in yeas 
64, nays 112. 

So a call of the House was not ordered. 

The question then recurred on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. - 

Mr. PAYNE moved to lay the resolution on the 
table; and on this he called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 74, 
nays 104. 

So the resolution was not laid upon the table. 

The question again recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF called for tellers on that 
question; and they were ordered. 

Messrs. GrinnE i and DoveLass were appointed, 
and they reported 87 in the affirmative and 63 in the 
negative. 

So there was a second. 

The next question was, “Shall the main question 
be now put?” 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved a call of the House. 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES called for the yeas and 


nays. 

The SPEAKER was understood to decide that, 
as the previous question had been seconded, a call 
of the House was not now in order. 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES inquired if it was in order 
to move to lay the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER thought that motion was like- 
wise out of order. 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES inquired if it would be in 
order to move an adjournment. 

The SPEAKER said it would, that motion being 
at all times in order. 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES then made that motion. 

There were numerous cries for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were called for on the demand for the 
yeas and nays, and Messrs. Mosevey and Ricnaxp 

. Davis were appointed; and they reported 32 in 
the affirmative, and 106 in the negative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted thus—yeas 13, nays 151. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 
_ The question recurring on ordering the main ques- 
tion, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood—yeas 


95, nays 71, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Baker, Barnard, Benton, 
Brengle, Brinkerhoff, Burke, Carpenter, Jeremiah E. Cary, 
Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, 
Darragh, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, 
Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Fuller, Giddings, By- 
ram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Harper, Hays, 
Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Jenks, Perle . Johnson, Preston King, 
Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lyon, Maclay, 
McClelland, McDowell, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. Morse, spoeaier Murphy, 
Norris, Parmenter, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Eme- 
ry D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. 
Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Severance, 
Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Alfred P. Stone, Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, Benjamin White, 
Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A. 
Wright—95. 

NAYS—Messrs Arrington, Ashe. Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bavly, Belser, Bidlack. Edward J. Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Boyd, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Shepherd Cary, Augustus A. ee Chappell, 
Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Daw- 
son, Deberry, Douglass, Dromgoole, Fickliu, French, Gog- 
gin, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Hoge. Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, 
MeClernand, McKay, Newton, Payne, Peyton, David §, 
Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Schenck, Senter, Simp- 
son, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, 
Sykes, Thompson, Tucker, Vinton, Weller, Woodwar, and 
Yost—71. 

So the main question was ordered. 

The question then being on agreeing to the reso- 
lution, 

Mr. ROBERTS moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


The yeas and nays were called for and ordered: 
and after some conversation on points of order, the 
question was taken, and resulted in yeas 75, hays 
103. 
Mr. HAMMETT asked if it would be in order to 
move a call of the House. _ 

The SPEAKER said that it would not. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, and the yeas and nays being ordered, the 
question was taken and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 104, nays 72, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Anderson, Arrington, Baker 
Benton, Brengle, Brinkerhoff, Jeremiah Brown, Burke 
Cc nter, Jeremiah E. Cary, Sheperd Cary, Carrol’ 
Catlin, Causin, Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Dana’ 
Darragh, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, Dillingham, Duneay’ 
Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Fuller, Giq. 
dings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hanniba] 
Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Hudson, Hungerford 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley 
B. Johnson, John P. any» Preston King, Daniel Pp. 
King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lyon, Maclay, McClelland 
McConnell, Mecllvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph 
Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Newton, Norris 
Parmenter, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery p' 
Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell. 
Rodney, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Schenck, Severance. 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith. 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Strong, Thomas 
son, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, Wentworth, Weth 
ered. Wheaton, John White, Benjamin White, Williams. 
Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright —104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 
Belser, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black. 
Blackwell, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wij. 
liam J. Brown, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Au- 
gustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross,Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, 
Dellet, Douglass, Dromgoole, Ficklin, Foster, French, 
Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hub. 
ard, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, An. 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Lucas, Lumpkin, Mc. 
Causlen, McClernand, McKay, Payne, Peyton, David §. 
Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sample, Saunders, 
Senter, Simpson, John T. Smith, Steenrod, Sykes, 
Thompson, Tucker, Weller, Woodward, Yancey, and 
Yost—72. . 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. S. CARY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the resolution had been agreed to, 
and was proceeding to give his reasons for that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. RATHBUN asked if this was a debatable 
question, the resolution which it proposes to recon- 
sider having been passed under the operation of the 
previous roanee: 

The SPEAKER replied that the question was 

debatable. ’ 
_ Mr. 8S. CARY said the gentlemen who were in 
in favor of the bill should give its opponents some 
short time to discuss its merits, and not gag it down 
upon them. Here was a bill containin 23 sections, 
which would revolutionize the entire Post Office De- 
partment, and on such a bill a resolution was intro- 
duced to give them ten minutes to debate it. He 
was astonished that his colleague should have 
brought forward such a measure. _ 

Mr. RATHBUN rose to a question of order, and 
asked that the gentleman should be limited to the 
pending question which was the motion to recon- 
sider. 
Mr SCHENCK also rose to a question of order. 
He said a motion was made in committee to stop 
debate at a given time; and as that was nota de- 
bateable question, the motion to reconsider, which 
was an incident to that motion, consequently was 
not debatable either. _ 

The SPEAKER replied that they were both de- 
batable questions; but he desired the gentleman from 
Maine to confine himself to the question before the 
House. ; 

Mr. S. CAREY resumed. He said he had an 
amendment which he desired to offer, and as he was 
deprived of an opportunity to explain his amendment 
in Committee of the Whole, he had made this mo- 
tion to reconsider, that he might be able to give an 
explanation, not merely for the House, but for his 
constituents. And why, he would ask, should the 
gentlemen who were in favor of this bill desire to 
stop all debate? He had an amendment which he de- 
sired to offer to the first and second sections, in re- 
lation to news oo 

Mr. RATHBUN inguired if this was in order. 

Mr. S. CAREY proceeded. He said he had an 
amendment to offer, and he desired to explain its 
purport, and to give as a reason why he moved this 
reconsideration, that he was deprived of the oppor- 
tunity to explain in committee. And he held that 
that was a good reason for a reconsideration of the 
resolution. The bill as it now stood, if passed in 
its present shape, would allow newspapers to be 
sent free for thirty miles from the place of publica- 





tion; and he desired to offer an amendment to ex- 
tend the privilege to the utmost limit of the State 
in which they were published. If there was any 
reason why a newspaper should be sent free for 
thirty miles, that reason was good for its free circula- 
tion throughout the State; for it was as important 
that information should be sent to one part of a State 
as to another. 

Mr. HARDIN called the gentleman. from Maine 

order. 

"a S. CARY. ILhope the gentleman will not 
interrupt me. eS 

Mr. HARDIN. But I will interrupt you. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Maine 
was in order. 

Mr. HARDIN said the gentleman from Maine 
was arguing a section of this bill, which proposes to 
allow newspapers to be sent free for thirty miles 
from the place of publication, and an amendment by 
which he proposes to extend that privilege to all 
parts of a State. ; 

The SPEAKER said he did not consider the gen- 
tleman from Maine out of order as far as he had yet 
heard his argument. 

Mr. S. CARY hoped gentlemen would not 
be so sensitive: they had better let this bill be dis- 
cussed quietly, and if it was seen that it ought to 
ass, discussion would not obstruct it. This bill 
was brought into this House this morning at half 
past 1] o’clock, and now it wanted 20 minutes of 
3 o'clock; and in this short time gentlemen were 
in feverish haste to hurry it through without dis- 
cussion, although it would entirely change the 
whole mail and post-office system of the country. 
Why, if this bill should pass, many of our post 
offices would not be able to employ any of the clerks 
which the business of those offices now required. 

But he would return to the point at which he had 
arrived when he was interrupted. He repeated, then, 
that he desired to offer an amendment, to allow 
newspapers to circulate free of postage through the 
State in which they were published. He desired, 
also, to submit an amendment by which he proposed 
to restore the franking privilege to postmasters. 

This he intended to offer as an amendment to the 
fifth section of the bill in the form of the following 
proviso: 

“Provided, That the rights of deputy postmasters to 
receive and transinit mail matter free of charge, as now ex- 


isting by law, shall not be affected by anything in this act 
contained.” 


This bill, he was satisfied, would destroy all the 
small offices in the less settled parts of the country. 

Mr. HUNT rose to a point of order. He in- 
quired if it was in order to discuss the merits of the 
bill on a question of reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER said it was difficult to prescribe 
the exact line within which gentlemen should be 
be limited, but in this case the resolution was one 
which proposed to limit debate to two hours in 
Committee of the Whole. That resolution had 
been adopted, and the gentleman from Maine had 
moved a reconsideration of the vote by which it was 
adopted; and as a reason for that motion, he was 
showing what amendments he had to offer, and how 
impossible it would be to explain them properly in 
the time to which the debate was limited. In the 
opinion of the Chair the gentleman from Maine was 
in order. 

Mr. HUNT. The objection is, that the gentle- 
man is discussing the details of the bill. 

The SPEAKER replied that the Chair under- 
stood the gentleman from Maine tobe discussing 
the amendments which he wished to offer, and to be 
showing as a reason for a reconsideration, that the 
time to which the debate was limited would not 
afford him an opportunity to explain them in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY inquired if it would be in 
order to reply to the gentleman from Maine. [Cries 
of “‘certainly.”} 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said if the gentleman 
from Maine were held to be out of order, he should 
move that that gentleman be allowed to proceed in 
order; and on that he should call for the yeas and 
“712 [ Laughter.) 

Mr. CARY said he had another amendment, 
which he wished to offer. He desired to move to 
strike out all that of the 23d section after the 
word “paid,” in the 11th line, and ending with the 
word “appropriated,” in the 12th line, and to ineert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

‘Raised and supplied by an increase of the rates of post. 


age upon letters as by this act prescribed; such measure to 
be by uniform additions of twenty per centum, and to be 
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continued until the deficiency is supplied by orders to that 


effect, to be issued from time to time by the Postmaster 
General.” 


He proceeded at some length to explain this 
amendment. He then made some general remarks 
on the sweeping changes which this Senate bill pro- 

sed to make, and the possible expenditures which 
it might gntail on the treasury of the country. 

Mr. SAMPLE called the gentleman to order, and 
inquired if the gentleman had any right to discuss 
the question of the general revenues of the coun- 


try. 

Mr. CARY reiterated that he only wished to say 
what he was prevented from saying in Committee of 
the Whole. He wanted to say that his colleague had 
introduced a resolution here, for which he did not 
thank him. He made some other remarks, which 
were not distinctly heard. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved the previous question; 
but withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. HAMLIN, who said there was a period 
when he had a desire to discuss, as fully as any gen- 
tleman on this floor could desire, the principles and 
provisions contained in this bill, relating to a reduc- 
tion of postage. He had examined the matter care- 
fully, and he doubted not the other gentlemen had 
done so too, and now the late hour of the session 
admonished him that action would be more desira- 
ble than talk. He had made up his mind to that 
purpose, and he accordingly submitted the resolution 
which had been adopted to terminate the debate in 
two hours after the House should again go into 
committee upon that bill. And he would ask his 
colleague if in those two hours he would not have an 
opportunity to explain the amendments which he 
desired to offer. 

Mr. CAREY made some observations which 
were too indistinctly heard to be given; but he was 
understood to characterize the two-hour limitation 
as a miserable doling out of our rights. 

Mr. HAMLIN would tell the gentleman from 
Maine that he had no privileges to dole out to any 
man. It was for the House, in its own character 
and dignity, to say what should be the rule by 
which it should be governed; and it wasfor the 
House, on its own judgment, to determine what 
rules it would adopt to control its action. He (Mr. 
H.) was not the “dictator” his colleague would 
make him appear to be. He never attempted in 
any way todictate to the House, or to dole out to 
any the rights they might had there. He submit- 
ted his proposition, and then it became the proposi- 
tion of the House, and not his, (Mr. H.’s;) but if 
the House could only have anticipated that it would 
have excited so much the ire of his colleague, he 
was apprehensive the House would have shrunk 
from its adoption. [Laughter.] 

But one word more to his colleague. That gen- 
tleman had stated that he, (Mr. H.,) in the late can- 
vas, had opposed the present iniquitous tariff. His 
colleague stated the fact truly. He did oppose the 
tariff system when he was face to face with his 
constituents, and he should do it again whenever 
he had the opportunity. 

He went for low rates of postage, on the same 
principle that he went for low duties on imposts; 
and he saw not why we should not have the first as 
well as the second. He was willing—nay, he would 
cheerfully vote—to saddle upon the treasury some 
charge for the Post Office Department. If the gov- 
ernment sent one-fourth of the mail matter, then 
why call on the community at large to pay for this? 
A gentleman stated that the government paid $180,- 
000. He cared not what; let it pay according to 
what it used the department. Suppose the present 
Post Office Department should, for the present, 
prove a burden on the treasury: he maintained, first, 
that then the department would not get back what it 
should have received for advantages which it 
had conferred on the government; and, ‘second, 
that the reduction of the rates of postage was 
not only designed, but would operate an in- 
crease of communication to the extent which 
would give us more revenue than was produced by 
the present rates of peo The Postmaster Gen- 
eral, and every gentleman of intelligence, told them 
that, with the existing high rates of postage, a vast 
amount of mailable matter was transmitted in pri- 
vate channels, depriving the Post Office Department 
of a vast amount of revenue; and should that state 
of things be continued? 

Mr. HAMMETT (Mr. Hamusm yielding for ex- 
lanation) said that this experiment of low. postage 
ad been made only in one country—in 

He had asked the other day of the minister from 
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England to this country how the system worked 
= he was sincerely desirous of giving a fair 
ull examination to this whole rubject) He had 
told him that the government of gland had 
already lost eight millions of dollars under the 
penny system, from what it would have received 
under the former system. Ifthe gentleman intended 
to depend on this argument of the successful opera- 
tion _of the ny system in England, he would 

be most ously mistaken. 

Mr. HAMLIN continued. Ifhe understood the 
matter correctly, the amount of mailable matter had 
more thad doubled since the reduction of the rates 
of postage in England, and the amount of revenue 
received more than paid the expenses of the depart- 
ment, although he understood it had not yet quite 
come up to the amount received under the former rates. 
But did the gentleman from Mississippi desire, in this 
country, to tax the people through the medium of 
the post office, to raise a surplus above the ex 
dituresof the department, to be applied to defray 
the expenditures of other departments of the gov- 
ernment?’ This experiment showed that the post of- 
fice, under this peany system, in England, yielded 
abound four millions of pounds sterling more than the 
expenditures. 

ir. HAMMETT said he understood the British 
minister to assert that the department in that coun- 
try now a its expenses. 

Mr. HAMLIN continued. He only came to 
the conclusion from the facts stated that the reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage, like the reduction of 
fare on railroads and steamboats, would increase 
the amount of business, and, on a fair trial, of rev- 
enue. 

For another cause he was in favor of this bill; be- 
cause he had had the honor to preseut great quan- 
tities of petitions from all sections and classes of the 
community in the district he represented on this 
floor. It was matter which came directly home 
not only io the mercantile, but to all the other class- 
es of the community. If there was a single ques- 
tion on which the public mind was thoroughly alive 
it was this; if there was any voice sent up here 
above and beyond all others, it was the demand 
that they should give the country a low rate of post- 
age. And whatever might be the fate of the bill, 
he rejoiced that he had the opportunity of recording 
his vote in favor of it. And letit be understood that 
the gentlemen who were so extremely sensitive in 
this matter were the gentlemen representing sections 
where the revenues raised from the department were 
not equal to the expenditures of it. 

Mr. PAYNE had but little to say in reference to 
the bill now under consideration, because he had 
been allowed no time to examine its provisions. 
He had ot been able to read the bill. What was 
its legislative history? It had been read at the 
Clerk’s table, amid the noise and confusion of this 
hall. No man could understand its peerenane bya 
single reading under the most favorable circumstan- 
ces; but under existing circumstances it is quite out 
of the question to doso. The bill contains twenty 
pages, closely printed upon foolscap paper. Who 
could understand this mass of matter bya single 
reading from the Clerk’s table? No one. 

What are we told is to be its effect on the Post 
Office Department? The chairman of the Post Office 
Committee [Mr. Hopkins] has informed the House 
that it is to ruin, to annihilate that department. The 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Raruaun} admits 
that the bill has inherent defects; but says that it 
also contains some good provisions; and, after pro- 
ducing a compromise with his conscience, balanced 
the account, and is willing to take the bill with all 
its defects. This compromise of conscience ie fol- 
lowed, upon the part of that gentleman, by moving 
that the committee rise, with a view of allowing ten 
minutes to investigate the whole bill. Who ever 
heard of such an outrage upon the freedom of de- 
bate? 

The gag rule of the 27th Congress, and the whip 
and ioe applied to the party hacks under the op- 
eration of that rule, in the passing the fiscality, fur- 
nished no parallel to the present enormity. He had 
examined one or two sections of this bill; and he 
must say, take them up one side and down the oth- 
er, they had no parallel in the legislative his of 
this country: for enormity and iniqui'y they 
no rivalry. And yet we are called upon to take it 
upon trust. Why take it upon trust? Because the 
Senate has it, and it satisfies the gentlemen 
from New York. Iq it the duty of this body to 
take upon trust, without consideration, any bill sent 
us by that wnerring body—the Senate? as this 








6 
aA Le ye SS reat ll gga es 


—< 


ee ee 


= a CN 
IO TERNS T1Gt REET ee ter 


oe 





340 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





the object for which the members of this body were 
chosen by the people? or were we selected to con- 
sider and act as a co-ordinate branch of the legisla- 
tive ee of the government? If the former 
be our duty, then where the necessity of two — 
lative branches? If the latter be our duty, then 
are we discharging our legislative duty to the people 
by taking this bill upon trust, without consideration, 
or even examination? We are not. He, for one, 
would not consent to do so. Pass that bill, without 
examination, because it passed the Senate! Non- 
sense! What did we see one year ago? The 
Senate—this body which cannot err, whose edicts 
we are called upon to register—adopted a 
resolution raising a select committee to judge of 
the quantum of intellect necessary to authorize a 
member to sitin that wise, deliberative body. It 
never occurred toa majority of the Senate that the 
State legislature was the only tribunal to decide 
that fact. This select committee was raised in ref- 
erence to one of the wisest and most patriotic mem- 
bers of that body. But if the provisions of this bill, 
so fur as [ have read them, are to be taken as a speci- 
men of senatorial wisdom, it is not to be wondered at 
that such a committee should have been raised; and 
it has now become a matter of profound philosophy, 
whether that select, should not be changed into a 
standing committee, for the perpetual benefit of the 
majority of that body. Be that as it may, he could 
take nothing upon trust with these evidences before 
him. From what quarter does this proposition 
come? From the city of New York? It isa bill for 
the benefit of cities, to the injury of the country. 
It isa New York bill; a New dngland bill. What 
does the first section propose? It reduces the post- 
age without reference to distance to five cents upon 
a letter. Noman doubts but that the effects of this 
bill will be so to diminish the revenues of the post 
office department, that it will not defray 11s own 
expenditure. No one, I repeat, doubts this. How, 
then, is that department to be on. By an ap- 
propriation from the treasury. ho, under exist- 
ing laws, pay the postage upon letters? The 
letter-writers themselves; composed of merchants 
and business men; love-sick swains and city 
belles; these are the persons who write the let- 
ters, and are benefited and gratified by the Post 
Office Department. It is not right that they should 
pay the expenses of it. Who pays into the treas- 
ury your custom-house revenue? The planter, me- 
chanic, and laboring man. He pays it by a secret 
and indirect tax upon his salt, sugar, axe, hoe, 
leather, and wearing apparel of every kind. These 
men rarely write letters; if they do, they the 
postage upon them, and therefore bear their fail pro- 
portion of the burden of the department. ‘This is as 
it should be. But if you transfer the burden of sup- 
— the Post Office Department from the revenue 
derived from postage to the revenue derived from 
customs, is it not obvious that you tax the planter, 
mechanic, and Jaboring man, to pay postage upon 
the letters of the merchants, beaux and belles of your 
cities? Is this just? If not, why force this bill 
through under the operation of your gag-rules. 

Mr. Payne next said it was not remarkable that 
New York should be found true to herself—that is, 
to her own interest—upon this proposition. But 
when he reflected upon the tribute ‘aia by this nation 
for halfa century to New York—a tribute which had 
raised her from poverty and obscurity to her present 
wealth and commercial renown—he considered 
this new effoat to transfer the burden of paying the 
postage upon letters written in support of that 
wealth and commerce which the tribute of the whole 
nation has bestowed upon her, a pitiful attempt to 
reward generous liberality by an act of selfish, par- 
simonious meanness, altogether unworthy the com- 
mercial metropolis of the Union. When he reflect- 
ed upon theenergy, enterprise, and commercial im- 
portance of New York, he felt proud of her; but 
for her parsimonious meanness, grasping avarice, 
and love of monopoly, he had no respect whatever; 
and for this insidious attempt to transfer the bur- 
dens of the Post Office Department from the writer of 
letters to those who write but few, or no letters, he 
felt absolute contempt. 

Mr. P. continued. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Hamumm] has said that it is not intended by 
this bill to quarter the Post Office Department upon 
the national treasury. How are we to account for 
this error of opinion? In but one way: The gen- 
tleman has not read the bill which he is now endea- 
voring to force through without examination. The 
22u section of the bill provides for an immediate ap- 
propriation of seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars 


to supply the deficiency contemplated by the reduc- 
tion of the postage; thus showing the object of 
the friends of the measure is to make the —— 
pay the expense of city correspondence. We all 

now this. The gentleman would have known it 
had he read the bill. It is unjust; and for that rea- 
son alone, if there were no others, he should oppose 


its . 

fie found other objections. This was also a 
New England bill, and not a bill for the whole 
Union; it is sectional in more aspects than one. The 
second section exempts every man from the pay- 
ment of postage upon newspapers, who lives with- 
in thirty miles from the town in which said paper is 
printed. New England is composed of cities and 
towns; a aareeee is published in nearly every 
one an and hence New England will be ex- 
empted from the ment of pos upon news- 

Sans under this il. Not so Fr the Bouth, or West. 

owns are scarce, and papers more so; not one- 
fourth of the people of the South or West reside 
within thirty miles of a town in which a paper is 
published; if papers are taken at all, it_ must be from 
a distance over thirty miles; and hence postage must 
be paid. ina sectional point of view, this is a bill to 
exempt New England from the payment of postage 
upon newspapers altogether, and, at the same time, 
leaves three-fourths of the South and West to pay 
postage as they now do. 

Mr. P. continued: he believed the laws of Con- 
gress ought not ee to be just, but to wear the face 
of justice. This bill is a bold, impudent, and un- 
blushing effort to create distinctions by exactions 
and exemptions upon citizens entitled to equal jus- 
tice at the hands of Congress. Why should a man 
residing thirty-one miles from a point in which a 
newspaper is published, be forced to pay postage 
upon papers, when his next door vo re- 
siding within thirty miles, is exempted? Is this 
not unjust? and is it not inequitous in principle, 
when it is remembered, that both are to be taxed 
equally upon their Pe ae So to pay the expen- 
ditures of the Post Office Department? He should 
like to hear, the answer of a representative to an in- 
quiry from one of the advocates of equality and jus- 
tice jn the operation of law, who may be found in 
every cottage of the valley of the Mississippi, as to 
the injustice of the operation of this bill. He would 
not convince either the man living within thirt 
miles, or over that distance, from the point at whieh 
a newspaper is published, that he was warranted in the 
introduction of a principle into our law by which one 
man is to be taxed, and another exempted, for read- 
ing a newspaper. These distinctions are odious 
and dangerous; and for these reasons he would op- 
pose the bill. 

His next objection to the bill was, that it would 
close forever ail hope of increasing mail conveniences 
in the new States. The old States are now supplied 
with those conveniences. They desire no increase; 
and cheapness of the transmission of the mail is all 
they desire. Not so with the new States. The 
sparsely populated sections of those States have no 
post office convenience. We are, therefore, interest- 
ed in extending them. Our friends and relatives, in 
many cases, reside far away in the old States. Most 
of us were born and raised in the old States. Our 
sympathies cluster around the scenes of childhood; 
and our only communication with them is through 
the post office. When this is denied us, we are ex- 
cluded from all communication not only with the 
scenes of childhood, but from friends of riper years. 
Life is thus robbed of half its interest; and the best 
feelings of the human heart are stifled and de- 
stroyed. He would long pause before he would 
support a measure the tendencies of which are to 
nd results. Look at the vast regions now uncul- 
tivated, which extend to the setting sun. These 
are to be populated. Your children are to inhabit 
them. Are you prepared, by the adoption of this 
bill, to annihilate the Post Office Department, and 
thereby cut off all communication with them? He 
might be told that we can repeal the law, if it works 
badly. ‘Those who yield to this suggestion know 
but little of human nature. It is mon easier to de- 
feat than to repeal a measure. Its advocates are 
now asking a boon. They will hereafter demand 
as aright what you now concede them as a privi- 
lege. He asked, then, the members from the new 
States, if they value the privileges, conveniences, 
and blessings of the Post Office Department, to join 
him in united opposition to the messure: reconsider 
and reject, or amend the bill. 3 

In conclusion, Mr. P. stated that he was willing 
to reduce the postage upon letters to five, ten, and 


twenty cents. This would not materially affect the 
revenue, and would be a convenience to the people, 
He wouid even go further. He would vote for an 
reduction—as a revenue measure—recommended b 
the department: beyond that one he would not go, 
He repeated, he had not read the bill; he had not been 
allowed time to do so, and had only glanced at suc}, 
defects as his eye had fallen upon. He doubted not 
its enormities would be found ten-fold greater, when 
critically examined. 

Mr. JAMESON moved the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the House ad- 

ourn. 

7 Mr. ROBERTS called for the yeas and nays on 
the adjournment; and tellers being called for and or- 
dered on the call for the yeas and nays, Messrs, 
Hate and Winturop were appointed, who, on tak- 
ing the question, reported—ayes 31, noes 92. 

the yeas and nays were ordered, one-fifth of 
the members present voting for them. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and decided in the negative—yeas 31, nays 
134. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table; and the yeas and nays being 
called for, tellers were ordered on that call. 

Messrs. Owen and GRINNELL were appointed; 
aud they reported 35 in the affirmative, which wasa 
sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered; and being ta- 
ken, resulted thus—yeas 102, nays 54. 

So the motion for a cseconsideration was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. McKAY submitted a resolution to provide 
fora recess of this House hereafter from half-past 
2 o’clock to half-past 4. 

Objecuon was made. 

Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules; 
and on this it appeared that there were 98 in the af: 
firmative. 

Tellers were called for, and ordered, and Messrs. 
Haraxson and Po.iock were appointed; and they 
reported 81 in the affirmative, and 50 in the nega- 
tive. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

A motion was then made to adjourn; and after va- 
rious attempts to take the vote verbally, tellers were 
called for, and Messrs. THompson and Barrincer 
were appointed; and they reported 75 in the affirma- 
tive, and 68 in the negative. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. SIMONS: The petition of 8. T. Cook, and 24 
others, citizens of Winchester, in Connecticut, for the re- 
duction of postage, and of the franking privilege: referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. A. P. STONE: The memorial of James Russell, 
and 89 other citizens of the State of Ohio, praying Con- 
gress to furnish said Russell with means to construct a 
national planetarium at Washington: referred to the Joint 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Sundry petitions from Clermont 
eounty, Ohio, for a mail route from Cincinnati, through 
Bethel, to Felicity, in said county: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. W. WRIGHT: The petition of Charles Davis and 
120 others, citizens of Elizabethtown, New Jersey, praying 
for the passage of the Senate bill reducing postage. Also the 
petition of J. Edwin Marsh, and 110 others, citizens of Eliza- 
beth Port, New Jersey, of a similar import. Also, the peti- 
tion of Samuel Oliver and 92 others, citizens of Rahway, 
New Jersey, praying for the passage of the Senate Dill re- 
ducing postage without amendment. 

By Mr. PHGENIX: The memorial of the insurance com- 

anies, and 101 merchants, captains of vessels, and others, in 
ne of erecting light-houses on Hog Island, opposite 
Muchapungo shoals, in Northampton county, Virginia. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of inhabitants of 
the county of Jefferson, New York, for a reduction of post- 
age and abolitionof the franking privilege: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of 1,500 citizens of Brook- 
lyn, in the State of New York, praying the weg of the 
bill to reduce the rates of postage as passed by the Senate: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of George Lyman and 
65 others, for an alteration of postage: referred to the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of 182 citizens of the 
State of New York, “vice for the passage by the House 
of Representatives of the bill to reduce the rates of postage 
veceutiy passed by the Senate. ; 

By Mr. J. E. CARY: The petition of J. Washington Tay- 
lor and 63 other citizens of Cherry Valley, Otsego county, 
New York, praying that the Senate bill for the reduction of 
postage may be passed and become a law: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. e 

By Mr. FULLER: Two petitions signed by 78 citizens 0! 
Susquehanna county, Pennsylvania, praying for the imme 
diate adoption of a system of uniform and cheap postege 
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the basis being a fixed rate of two cents postage on all let- 
ters not exceeding half an ounce in weight. — 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Captain Bedell and 
many others, masters of vessels, asking for the establish. 
ment of two lights on Hog Island, in Northampton county, 
Virginia: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Elijah Page and 
42 others, of Orono, Maine, that the bill for the reduction of 

stage which has passed the Senate may also pass the 

ouse. Also of Lewis Bates and 8 other ministers of the 
Methodist church in Massachusetts, of the same import. 

By Mr. C. M. REED: The memorial of C. B. Cattor, esq., 
and the members of the grand jury for the county of Potter, 
Pennsylvania, asking Congress to reduce the rates of post- 

e to three, five, and ten cents. The petition of Lewis 
Mann, esq., and others, citizens of Potter county, praying 
the immediate adoption of a uniform and cheap system of 


0 e. 

, By ar. H. DODGE: The petition of 61 residents in the vi- 
cinity of the northwestern lakes, Michigan, Huron, and 
Erie, asking Congress for an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a harbor at the mouth of the Manitowoc river, on the 
western shore of Lake Michigan, in the Territory of Wis- 
cohsin. The petition of 112 citizens of Fon du Lac county, 
Terri.ory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appropria- 
tion for the construction ofa harbor at the mouth of She- 
boygan river, on the western shore of Lake Michigan, in 
said Territory: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, February 25, 1845. 

On motion, the reading of the journal was dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a preamble and reso- 
jutions passed by the legislature of the State of 
Louisiana, urging the adoption of measures to in- 
sure a greater degree of regularity in the transmis- 
sion of the mails from Washington city to New 
Orleans; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. J. also presented a resolution passed by the 
legislature of the State of Louisiana, requesting the 
senators and representatives of that State in Con- 
gress to use their efforts to obtain an appropriation 
for completing the marine hospital at New Orleans; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also resolutions from the same source, requesting 
the senators and representatives of that State in 
Congress to use their efforts to obtain an appropria- 
tion for removing obstructions to the navigation of 
the Sabine and Red rivers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Also resolutions of the legislature of Louisiana, 
requesting the senators and representatives from that 
State to use their exertions to procure an appropri- 
ation to build a custom-house in the city of New 
Orleans; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 

Resolved. That the President of the United States he re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interest, 
to furnish the Senate with copies of all the correspond- 
ence between the commander of the East India squadron 
and foreign powers, or United States agents abroad, during 
the years 1842 and 1843, relating to the trade and other in- 
terests of this government. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that it was neces- 
sary that some arrangements should be made in ad- 
vance for the inauguration on the 4th by the mar- 
shal of the District. He therefore submitted the 
following resolution, which was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That a committee of the Senate be appointed to 
make the necessary arrangements for the reception and in- 
auguration of the President elect, and to apprise him of the 
same. 

On motion by Mr. W., the Chair was empowered 
to appoint the committee, to consist of three; when 
aaa ren OTTS Breese, and Coxquitr, were 
appointed. 

r. BARROW, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back, without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that it do pass, the bill autho- 
rizing the extension of Morse’s magnetic telegraph 
from the city of Baltimore to the city of New York. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was recommitted the bill re- 
turned from the House with amendments, the act 
allowing a drawback on goods and merchandise im- 

rted in original pane tojChihuahua and Santa 

e, in Mexico, reported the same back, with a rec- 
ommendation that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment of the House. 

Mr. D1X said he was in favor of concurring with 
the House in its amendment, and hoped, therefore, 
that the matter would be laid on the table till to- 
morrow, 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the report 
from the Post Office Department, in answer to a res- 
olution, containing information in relation to the re- 











ceipts and expenditures of that department for four 
years past, was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the com- 
munication which was transmitted from the State 

ent a few days since, showing the changes 
and modifications of the commercial systems of the 
nations with which the United States have treaty 
regulations, was taken up, and 1,500 extra copies 
were ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the bill from 
the House for the relief of Walker, Kinkle, and 
Caruthers, was taken us for consideration as in 
committee of the whole. 

Mr. JARNAGIN explained that this bill was, at 
his instance, laid on the table a few days ago, to en- 
able him to obtain information which he supposed 
would show the invalidity of the claim. It was, he 
explained, a claim for losses by an annulment of, 
and modifications of, contracts for carrying the 
United States mail. He had since made it his bu- 
siness to inquire into the matter, and was now per- 
fectly convinced that the claim was a most just one, 
and would withdraw all opposition to it. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and, ac- 
cording to order, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the bill from the 
House for the relief of John Adams and John 
Adams, jr., was taken up for consideration as in 
committee of the whole; and after explanation by Mr. 
FOSTER, was reported to the Senate; and, accord- 
ing to order, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the bill forthe relief 
of the legal representatives of William D. Cheever, 
deceased, was taken up for consideration as in com- 
mittee of the whole. 

Mr. FOSTER explained that this bill was most 
just in its object. It was to indemnify for losses 
sustained by an agent of the government upon 
treasury and other notes, in disbursing the moneys 
of the government. There was not a dissenting 
voice in the committee to its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the bill for the 
relief of John R. Bryan, the administrater of Isaac 
Garretson, late purser inthe navy of the United 
States—allowing certain items in the settlement of 
his accounts—was considered, asin committee of 
the whole, reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, the Senate took up 
for consideration, as in committee of the whole, the 
bill for the relief of the State of Michigan, and 
several railroad companies; it was considered, re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. STURGEON called for an explanation of the 
provisions of the bill. 

Mr. PORTER explained that it was not a bill 
which proposed any modification of the existing 
tariff law, by a remission of duty on railroad iron. 
It was a bill similar to one which, at the instance of 
the senator from Pennsylvania, he (Mr. P.,) a few 
years ago, gave his support. In the year 1842, the 
State of Michigan made application to Congress for 
an extension of the time for laying down certain 
railroad iron, which was exempted from duty. The 
application was granted, and the time allowed by 
the act of 1842, during which the iron thus exempt- 
ed was to have been laid down, expired in conse- 
quence of unforeseen embarrassments in that State, 
before it could be done. This bill provided for a 
further extension of the time. The bill, however, 
went a little farther. It provides relief in all cases 
where the iron was imported prior to the 3d of 
March, 1843, and not laid down in the time required 
on any railroad or inclined plane. He re that 
alt the State of Michigan, and these companies 
solicited was, that where the iron was imported 
prior to the 3d of March, 1843, it might be exempted 
from the payment of duty, on ‘satisfactory proof 
being given to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the iron wae laid down at any time prior to the 
passage of theact. The bill was not intended to be 


poner at all. ere 
r. COLQUITT proposed that this bill be laid 
aside, with the view of taking up the general bill 
upon the subject of the remission of duty on rail- 
road iron. 

Mr. PORTER expressed the hope that the sen- 
ator from Goorgia would not press his request. 








The of this bill could not in any manner 
affect that bill, . 


Mr. COLQUITT remarked that railroad compa- 
nies in other sections of the country were in the 
same situation as those provided for in this bill, and 
he saw no good reason why there should be partial 
legislation upon the subj 

r. HENDERSON again explained the differ- 
ence between this bill and the general one upon the 
table; when 

_Mr. COLQUITT agreed not to press his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLER did not consider that this bill inter- 
fered with the tariff law of 1842. The simple ser- 
tion was, whether it was good policy to relieve these 
companies of dutics imposed upon iron imported, 
-— a soap by them, but a within the time 
allowed by the law sannenen passed exempt- 
ing that iron from duty. He we opposed to the 
bill, because he looked upon it as a mere entering 
wedge for the general bill lying upon the table. If 
they released the duties to these companies, other 
companies would come in and demand a like ex- 
emption. He knew how these things were done. 
He considered that it was bad policy, and he would 
vote against the bill, because it would introduce a 
precedent for other railroad companies to come in 
for relief. 

Mr. HENDERSON explained, that this case 
could form no precedent for the general remission 
of duty on railroad iron. 

Mr. STURGEON was opposed to the passage of 
that bill, on the ground that great injury would 
enure to the interests of Pennsylvania thereby. If it 
were passed it would be an entering wedge by 
which the iron interests of that State and the State 
of New Jersey would be seriously affected. He 
could not conceive why three or four corporations 
should claim, and be invested with a privilege which 
is denied to individuals equally if not more entitled 


| to thebounty ofgovernment. The whole country— 


the machinist, the agricalturist, the farmer with 
his one plow—wereas much entitled, he conceived, to 
the consideration of government in this respect as 
those corporations. He thenalluded to the difficulty 
the Post Office Department had in getting those com- 
panies to carry the United States mail, for which they 
charge the most exorbitant prices—g250 oo mile— 
when the owners of stage coaches (who ask no 
bounty from the government) are well pleased to 
get $125 per mile for doing a like service. Not 
withstanding the extortions these corporations prac- 
tised upon the government, they now seek a bounty 
from it. He was opposed to giving it. He said that 
the bill introduced by the senator from Maine, 
{Mr. Evans,] and for the passage of which this was 
but an entering wedge, would cost Pennsylvenia 
millions of dollars. He then alluded to the facility 
with which the iron establishments in Pennsylvania 
and Maryland could manufacture railroad tron 
equal to that imported, and to the extent they were 
now manufacturing it for several companies. There 
was, he said, one single establishment in Pennsy!- 
vania which turned out more than 100 tons of manu- 
actured iron of this character per week; and the 
moment they are informed that it was likely the 
duty on the foreign manufactured article was like- 
ly to be withdrawn, it would create embarrassment. 
le hoped the Senate would, by the rejection of this 
bill, show that the government did not intend to in- 
terfere with their interests. 

Mr. HENDERSON remarked on the impropri- 
ety of the senator from Pennsylvania holding up 
the general bill for the remission of duty, now lying 
upon the table, to prejudice the claims of these com- 

nies, which asked for no remission of duties on 
iron to be imported, but which had been actually 
laid down, though not in time to entitle them to 
the benefits of the law heretofore passed for their re- 
lief. If the former law making an exemption in 
their favor was just, it was most unjust now to 
withhold the benefit of that law. The passage of 
this bill, he maintained, could be no entering wedge 


for the of the general bill: He hoped the 
senator from Pennsylvania would reconsider his ob- 
jection. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, the above bill 
was passed by informally, with the view of pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the special orders. 

ANNEXATION. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolu.ion from the House for the admission of 
Teves on 0 Mate int the Union. 

Mr. ALLEN was understood to say, in com- 
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mencing his_remarks, that no portion of the globe, 
habitable or uninhabitable, stood in a more interest- 
ing attitade than Texas at this moment. The an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States was a sub- 
ject of considerable speculation abroad and at heme. 
ut viewed in the relation which this nation bears 
to the other great nations of the earth, and especi- 
ally to the nation of Texas, it becomes an object of 
deep importance in reference to our well being. It 
was in this view of the matter that he should pro- 
ceed to consider the subject exclusively; doubting 
not, himself, the competency of the law-making 
power to consummate the object now proposed. 

In a of our relations with other countries 
upon this question, he should not confine himself to 
mere arbitrary arrangement about treaties, but 
should refer to the general condition of the civilized 
world. It was necessary to remember that we lived 
in an when the plow and the loom, and the 
well-freighted bark, were the legislators of the 
world—in an age when commerce was the prepon- 
derating influence in the councils of all nations. If 
this fact were remembered, and the relation which 
we bore to the greatest commercial nation of the 
earth considered, the great importance of the ques- 
tion would be readily comprehended. 

Mr. A. remarked that there was in the whole 
werld but eight milltons of tonnage. Of this amount, 
three and a third millions were owned by Great 
Britain, and about two and a third millions by the 
United States. Thus, the fact is presented that 
Great Britain, owning three-eighths, and the United 
States two-eighths of all the tonnage of the world, 
thrse two nations are brought in direct rivalry for 
commercial ascendency. It was this which made 
the Gulf ef Mexico so important in this contest 
about the annexation of Texas to the United States. 
Through that Gulf of Mexico two-thirds of our 
commerce now passes. Through that gulf, one hun- 
dred years hence, nine-tenths of it will pass; and the 
Gulf of Mexico is commanded by Cuba, a great 
island nearly as large as England, and standing like 
a tongue at the mouth of the gulf. How did Great 
Britain stand in relation to the Gulf of Mexico, 
which was the outlet of two-thirds of our commerce? 
Would she not command it, if she obtained pos- 
session of Cuba? Great Britain, now, has almost 
within cannon shot of us, eighteen colonies in the 
West Indies. Throughout the world she has 67 col- 
onies; and 18 of them are in the vicinity of that Gulf 
through which nipe-tenths of our future commerce 
is destined to pass. What was the present con- 
dition of Cuba? It was like a ripe apple, ready to 
drop down from the tree which held it. To Spain 
it belonged—to Spain, a worn-out and exhausted 
country; but the ancient ally of Great Britain 
Long since, the island would have been reduced to 
the condition of a British colony, but for the inter- 
vention of France, which kept it in a state of be- 
tweenity. It could not, Mr. A. thought, be long 
held by Spain, unless the United States should pre- 
vent its violent seizure by Great Britain, which 
would thus acquire the strongest post in the world 
for commercial purposes. 

Politicians might wish to do so, but it would be 
vain to attempt to disguise the fact that England 
was more precariously situated than any other gov- 
ernment. And why? Because her throne rested 
upon a commercial basis. All the empire which 
she possessed abroad was necessary to the preserva- 
tion of her peace at home. Her empire was not 
like ours, possessing, as she did, sixty-seven colo- 
nies, extending from the north to the south pole. 
How was this vast empire occupied? By one hun- 
dred millions of population. And of these, there 
were only two saliiione of the European race! Out 
of Canada and the colonies which Great Britain 
has on this continent, there were not half a million 
of the European race; and this vast number of peo- 
ple are swayed by her, contrary to their will. The 
colonial system of Great Britain depends upon her 
commercial system; and Bonaparte—that great ge- 
nius who knew her strength and her weakness— 
when he undertook to break down her dominion, 
attacked her commerce. He imposed restrictions 
upon it. He closed tke ports of the continent to 
her manufactures. But he did not succeed, because 
his measures produced such a sudden and violent 
change in the business transactions of Europe that 
the merchants were compelled to confederate against 
him. They overthrew him, and caused the trimuph 
of the British system at the battle of Waterloo. 
What has been the effect of a long peace upon that 
system? The interest upon the debt incurred to sus- 


pun it amounts to near $150,000,000 per annum, 
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Last year it was ten millions greater than her export 
] trade. It 


ut up the price of labor, and now the 
continent of Europe competes with her in the South 
American and other markets. With all her white 
slavery at home, she tommenced the work of negro 
emancipation abroad. Affecting to be the head of the 
Protestant church, she carried the truncheon of war 
over the most unfortunate part of the human race. She 
went to the Oriental world, attacked its defenceless 
5 and carved her way to their possessions. 

et, she told us we must nottake Texas. She was 
forced to the robbery which she thus committed by 
being forced out of the markets of Europe and 
America, She knows that our tonnage will soon be 
paramount to hers. Should our tonnage increase in 
future as it has done in the past thirty years, he 

Mr. A.) calculated that it would equal that of 

reat Britain in twenty-three years. 

From the time of Cromwell, who was the greatest 
genius that ever ruled England, that country had 
well understood what was her true interest. She 
now knew full well that, with all the raw material 
for manufactures in our own hands, she could not 
command the commerce of this side of the world. 
The export trade of Great Britain was about 
£50,000,000; in 1843 it was £40,000,000. Now, 
what proportion of this amount was cotton manu- 
factures?’ He answered, more than one-half; the 
raw material of which was furnished by us. His 
friend there [Mr. Simmons]—a cotton manufactur- 
er—was far more deeply interested in this question 
than he was; and yet that gentleman had, among 
others from New England, opposed the admissiun of 
a territory which would give us the monopoly of 
the raw material, and prevent England from being 
able to compete with us in an article suited to the 
warm climates of the West Indias, South America, 
and Mexico. 

What England wanted was stations about the 
world to promote her commerce and navigation. 
At the Congress of Vienna, where the smaller king- 
doms of Europe were unceremoniously partitioned 
among different nations, she did not ask for part of 
the kingdom of Saxony or Italy, but she asked for 
a few islands, forts, and rocks. She wanted Gib- 
raltar, and she retained it. She wanted Malta, and 
she retained it. She wanted other strong points, 
and she obtained them. She was perfectly willing 
to see Norway, Italy, Saxony, the ancient German 
Empire, &c., partitioned out to Austria and other 
Serpe but she held on to her strong posts. She 

eld on to the costly Canadas, and spent millions in 
putting down rebellions there, when even in peace 
they were a dead expense. Was this merely to 
tify a desire for territorial possessions? Certain- 
y not; for England was wise and calculating; but 
it was for gain. She had Halifax, a great na- 
val depot, which affords her the means of an- 
noying our commerce in time of war. She hada 
long line of frontier, and she maintained the Can- 
adas to aid her in hemming us in. One of her 
prime ministers acknowledged that the po 
were taxed to the starving point; yet Canada was 
held fast. Look at the line which was adopted in the 
Ashburton treaty. A ridge of mountains was acquired 
by her as a barrier against us. It was not Peel, but 
Wellin n—the military spirit of Wellington—who 
dictated that line. Why these preparations on the 
part of Great Britain? cause she foresees a com- 
mercial rivalry. Because she knows that there 
will be a collision between the American and British 
systems, in opposition to the wishes of politicians 
on both sides of the ocean. 

It was the desire which man had to look to him- 
self, and minister to his wants; it was the impulses 
which made him seek gain, and promote his own 
happiness; it was this which made commerce, and 
not nations or governments. It was necessity which 
made commerce; and, therefore, when commerce is 
a paramount interest, it is not in the power of legis- 
lators to turn the course of events. They may pass 
what laws they please; but the people will cultivate 
the soil, will make a surplus, will export that sur- 
plus, and will come into competition with British 
trade. This was a result which could not be pre- 
vented; and notwithstanding the coyness of some 
gentlemen on this subject, he (Mr. A.) foresaw that 
there would bea clashing of the two systems of com- 
merce. We now have two-eighths, and England 
three-eighths of the tonnage of the world. What is 
the situation of the two countries? Theirs is an em- 
pire of fragments: ours a consolidated mass, inhab- 
pulation. Our people 
are now sending their productions abroad with a 
repidity and success never known before; and in 







































many markets Great Britain cannot compete with us. 
Our commerce might be prostrated in a day, and 
the countrywould not feel it. In the case of the grea: 
fire in New York, $20,000,000 worth of property 
was destroyed, and nota ripple was caused in the 
stream of commerce. Sucha fire, in London, would 
have produced starvation in many instances. Sup. 

such a victory should be obtained over an Eng- 
fish. fleet at sea as she gained at Trafalgar or the 
Nile; the distress produced would be unlimited. [y 
such a case, the bank would not pay a dividend, and 
the whole commerce of the country would be a 
heavy sufferer, 

England understands this, and she will endeavor 
to check the commercial ascendency which the 
United States must have, if not cramped. The 
Gulf of Mexico is the point where the contesf be- 
tween the two countries will turn. It will be settled 
in the Gulf of Mexico. The question will be, 
whether England shall be allowed to dispossess 
Spain of Cube—that island which is the most im- 

rtant 600 miles by 70 inthe world. If we hada 
na upon the Thames, we could not annoy the 
commerce of England as she would be able to an- 
noy ours from the island of Cuba. Years ago slie 
endeavored to get; but could not, because France op. 
posed her. Now she is trying to bridle our com- 
merce; and should she take possession of Cuba, he 
(Mr. A.) did not hesitate to say that this country 
would declare war against her immediate'y. There 
was not a man who tilled the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi, and saw his produce go “out liable to seizure, 
who would not take up his rifle in such a contest. We 
would put a battery of fleets in the Gulf of Mexico 
and the harbors of Texas. 

Mr. A. said he considered that this question of the 
annexation of Texas involved the interests of the 
whole of the Western and New England States. 
He was amazed to see manufacturing, commercial, 
and navigating New England standing up here and 
protesting against a measure which would afford the 
power of protecting their commerce. On a question 
exclusively commercial, as he regarded it, New Eng- 
land said No! and told the Texians we care not for 
the employment which your commerce will give to 
our capital and navigation. We would rather let 
Great Britain control your commerce than extend 
the nigger line two hundred miles! England has in 
fact at this time all the ports of any value for com- 
merce in the West Indies, but Cuba. She only wants 
that to become an Algiers, able to levy tribute upon 
us. Should she get it, even if it takes twenty years’ 
war to dispossess her, we must declare war. The 

ople would demand it. What if war should deso- 
[ate our fields and sweep our commerce from the 
ocean: we might have all of our ships blown up, 
and no one would starve. But with England, a great 
commercial disaster would produce starvation, insur- 
rection, and probably revolution. 

Mr. A. instanced the interior, agricultural country 
of Austria, which in the late European war mus- 
tered legion after legion, and repaired disaster 
after disaster. A commercial empire, like Great 
Britain, he maintained, could not have done 
the same. It was an empire of credit, and 
depended on the footing-up of figures at the 
counting-house. Since the failure of Napoleon to 
break down the commerce of England our tonnage 
had doubled; and now our vessels went side by side 
with hers to every part of the world. But it re- 
quired ten guns to protect her commerce where one 
was required for ours; and this was because her ex- 
tensive colonial system had to be sustained. Car- 
thage crumbled before a power which, before the 
second punic war, never had a navy. When Rome 
commenced a navy, and destroyed her commerce, 
she could not longer pay her forty thousand mer- 
cenary troops. Her credit was destroyed, and she 
was overcome. Yet this was Carthage which dis- 
puted the empire of the world with Rome, as Eng- 
gland did with Napoleon. 

Mr. A. replied to the argument of the senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuoare] that the Amer'- 
can government would not bear extension. [le 
(Mr. A.) admitted that, if the federal were the only 
government in the country, it would not bear exten- 
sion. — where wae eg of the ea 

? as it here? as Co e government: 
iret not one-tenth part of dhe governniett of the 
aay The great objects of liberty—the regula- 
tion of property, marriages, deeds, personal pro- 
tection, &c.—were all alien to this general government, 
and were matters belonging to the States. Take the 
State of Ohio. How did that State feel the influ- 


ence of the federal government? In the operation of 
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the tariff, in the Post Office Department, and in a 
few harbers on Lake Erie. This was all. With- 
out the federal government, the farmers of Ohio 
would get along as happily and as well as they now 
did. Blow up the government of Oiio, and what 
would the federal government do? It would destroy 
the whole system. Blow up the federal govern- 
ment, and the people could construct another in 
three weeks that might be just as good. The ob- 
ject of the federal government was to unite Massa- 
chusetts and Louisiana and Texas in one common 
country against influences from without. The ob- 
ject of its framers was to make a common struggle 
against the despots of Europe. They desired io 
form a great American system hostile to the system 
of European princes, and they intended that new 
States which were contiguous or convenient should 
be taken into the confederacy. Evenonthe ground 
of self-preservation there was a right in us to take 
Texas, as there would be to prevent England from 
taking Cuba. 

Mr. A. said that if a line were drawn from 
Utica, in New York, to Savannah, in Georgia, and 
the progress of our people westward calculated, it 
would be found that they had advanced at the rate 
of 183 miles per annum; and this not upon turn- 
pikes,“but against tomahawks; against the pestilen- 
tial diseases incident to rich countries; against the 
dissuasion of government, (for in some instances 
our government had discouraged emigration;) and 
through tribes of Indians, even before the ground 
had been purchased of them. All that it was in 
the power of the federal government to do was to 
send a government West after the people had gone 
there; or else the people would soon set up a gov- 
ernment themselves. It would be vain to attempt 
to-arrest the progress of man, when his instincts im- 
pelled him to cross the Mississippi. These instincts 
would be found too strong for any law. Where 
would the senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuoate] 
draw his line to arrest the progress of our people? 
At the Sabine, he said; but they were already beyond 
it. If Congress does not permit them to go out and 
be brothers, they will go and become rivals. The very 
fact of their being homogeneous with us will make 
them more jealous, and incline them to be enemies. 
Stop our people at the Sabine! It was, he thought, 
preposterous: they were already beyond it. Do so, 
and the principle of a division of this confederacy 
is established. The people will soon begin to 
cipher where the line shall run. They will look to 
ridges, and mountains, snd rivers for lines between 
North and South, Eastand West. Let not the men 
of the East start this idea of division. The people 
will say, if it is better that Texas shall be outside 
of the confederacy, why is it not better that Ken- 
tucky and South Carolina should also be outside? 
And thus they will break it up. 

Mr. A. regarded it as an error on the part of gen- 
tlenen to discuss this and other questions as if they 
related altogether to the present time, or were mere 
matters of fluctuating or party interest. This was 
a question about an empire, and, he thought, should 
be treated and decided as such. 

According to Professor Tucker, and other able 
men, the population of the United States would, in 
one hundred years hence, be 200,000,000. What 
was to become of this great population? The ene- 
mies of Texas said they must not go beyond the 
Sabine. Did they mean for them to have a new 
government? Would they rather have fifty millions 
of men, hostile, than have them as brothers? Certain 
it was that we must have Texas either as a friend or 
as an enemy; and it was for us now to say which. 
She might control the commerce of the Gulf of 
Mexico.* In twenty years, she would overrun and 
conquer Mexico; for gentlemen should bear in mind 
that Texas would grow as the United States had 
grown. She would then become our rival—and by 
consequence our enemy, for the very reason of the 
sameness of blood. 

Mr. A. drew a picture of the peaceful adminis- 
tration of justice in the United States without the 
intervention of armed soldiers, and contrasted our 
situation in that respect with the monarchies of the 
Old World. In Europe, every ninetieth man was 
armed by the government against the people them- 
selves. Even now, after thirty years of profound 
peace, the number of armed men kept up in Europe 
was three millions. The government of Euro 
and the administration of justice rested on the 
power of three millions of bayonets; whilst ours 
was seated upon the hearts of twenty millions of 
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years, and no one was ready to raise an arm 
against the constituted goverament. Still, it had 
been said, there was a tendency to turbulence in 
the country. He (Mr. A.) was afraid that his 
friends from the East had another reason for op- 
posing annexation. The senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Cuoare] thought that the valley of the 
Mississippi should not be strengthened in the con- 
federacy. The senator feared the votes of Texas 
would count against New England. In the argu- 
ment made by the senator, he though he had taken 
a political view of a commercial question. He 
(Mr. A.) had however great objections to one of the 
Senators arguments, which was his endeavoring to 
prevent the people from going westward. He 
thought the representatives from Massachusetts 
should not endeavor to force the people of the 
State to stay at home. He had supposed that gov- 
ernment was made for men, and that laws should 
be so shaped as to promote their happiness. If 
the comforts of the people of Massachusetts could be 
increased by emigration, they should be allowed to 
go, though Massachusetts should lose their votes. 

Mr. A. referred to the remarks of Mr. Clay, 
who said that, upon a question of this kind, on 
the acquisition ofa thing so permanent as Texas, no 
question about slavery should be allowed to inter- 
vene. He fully concurred with Mr. Clay in this re- 
mark. For his own part, he always felt for the 
sufferings of others, wherever found. He would 
vote to relieve the distress of every country on the 
globe, if it were practicable. He would have no 
mortal sigh to emanate from the agonized bosom of 
man—no tears—no diseases. He would have the 
sun toshine, and the shower come down in suc! 
proportions as to extinguish sickness from the 
world. He would have every land teem with 
bountiful products. But neither he nor govern- 
ment could do this. We must legislate for our- 
selves as we find ourselves situated. We found 
one portion of the population of the country pos- 
sessed by another portion. This was the fact as 
we found it. How came it to be? Was it the 
fault of the people of the South, or of Great Britain 
which professes to be the champion of universal 
liberty? Should we change this fact? Admit it to 
be an evil; so is disease; but where was the power 
to remove it? The senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. Cuoare] said the evi! ought not to be spread. 
ow, he (Mr. A.) asked if it was material whether 
the master of the slave paid taxes in Washington, 
Texas, or in Washington in the United States? The 
fact of slavery was there. Philanthropy did, or 
should, know no geographical limits. What, then, 
would it gain by running a line at the Sabine? 

r. A. next replied tothe argument of the sena- 
tor from New Jersey, [Mr. Dayron,] who had 
maintained thatthe three-fifths principle of represen- 
tation in Congress was unjust and burdensome to the 
North. He referred to the fact that the slave States 
were powerless in the House of Representatives, 
where they could do nothing against a heavy op- 
posing majority. The very fact that slavery exist- 
ed in Texas prevented many a settler from going 
there, and made him go to the Northwest in prefer- 
ence. Thus their votes counted on the free side in- 
stead of on the side of the South. The fact of 
slavery scared the Yankees away from Texas. He 
(Mr. A.) liked the Yankees very well—although not 
pleased with the way in which they generally voted— 
for they cut down the forests, built towns, and im- 
proved the country. Many of them now came to 
the Northwest; whereas, if there were ro slavery 
in Texas, they would go there. Thus he thought 
the argument of the senator amounted to nothing; 
for what was lost by the three-fifths principle in 
Texas, would be made up by the current of emigra- 
tion setting towards the free States of the Northwest. 
The State of Ohio now had double the power of 
Kentucky in the House of Representatives. Yet they 
were about the same in extent. Kentucky had every 
advantage of talented and able men to promote her 
prosperity; but still she was outstripped by Ohio; 
and the reason wus because of the existence of 
slavery in one and not in the other. 

In voting on this question (Mr. A. said) he 
should vote for that proposition which would give 
to the question the greatest strength in the Senate, 
without regard to any slavery line. There need 
not be any line traced where slavery should go. 
That line would be according to the sun. The ex- 
istence of slavery was a counting-house question, 
and would be decided according to the profits made. 
Why did it not exist at the North? Because it 
had ceased to be profitable. It was still profitable 
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in the South; but would cease to be so when the 
price of labor was diminished by competition and 
machinery. Then, there would be emancipation. 
He (Mr. A.) should live to see Kentucky, Missouri, 
and Virginia, free States. He should see the up- 
rising of another great question, and he would be 
ready to meet it, as he was ready to meet all ques- 
tions that might arise in thiscountry. That question 
was, who should receive the emancipated slaves 
Should the Nerthwest receive them? Should 
they cross the Ohio to work side by side with the 
free laborers of the Northwest? He did not wish 
to take them. He wanted Texas as an outlet; for 
the free States would say to the South, ‘You have 
worn out these negroes, and now you shall not 
put them upom us.” When it came to be a question 
of meat and bread, then he predicted that abolition, 
with its abstractions, would cease. He knew 
what he said, and he did not fear the abolition 
oo The people understood that question. 
he people of the free States knew that if they 
succeeded in obtaining emancipation at present, they 
must take the negroes. Fifty thousand would prob- 
ably go to Providence and say, “Here we are, put 
us at your tables, give us your ballot boxes, let us 
sit in your legislature and on your judiciary, and 
make us equal to you in all respects.” What would 
the men of the spinning jennies say to all this? They 
would say “You have been kept in the South until 
you are worn out and cannot support yourselves; and 
you must go back where you came from.” Sup- 
pose, however, the people of the free States should 
take these negroes on terms of equality, except in 
their domestic relations, there would then be a war 
of races, and, of consequence, a war of extermina- 
tion. He(Mr. A.) wished it to be understood that 
he wanted the negroes kept out of the State of Ohio. 
One per cent. of the population of his State was now 
composed of free blacks, and the fruits of that 
small proportion had been seen and lamented. It 
was, he thought, impossible to imagine the calami-. 
ty that would befal the country from emancipation 
He wished Texas to be the gate—the great gang- 
way—for the slaves to pass out of our oer. lt 
was impossible for two races of different colors to 
occupy the same soil oe terms of equality. 
And why so? He (Mr. A.) knew not, 
except that nature had made it so. Look 
to Europe. There it would be found that the 
lighter the color, the higher was the power and in- 
fluence of men. In all contests, the lighter had tr:- 
umphed over the darker; and the two races disagreed 
as much in action as in color. He did not know 
why it was, but such was the fact—a fact which 
could not be changed. So long as it remained un- 
changed, the consequences must be unchanged. 
The world was about 6,000 years old; and he aske« 
if there ever had been an island or — of earth 
where two races of different colors had existed to- 
gether on terms of equality? Did they do so now 
anywhere? He would take the community of Bor- 
ton, by way of illustration, because the black race 
probably received more sympathy there than any- 
where else. Take the abolitionists themselves. 
There were, of course, some bad men among them, 
as in all communities; but in the main they were 
serious and conscientious in their views and objects. 
Now, did these abolitionists treat the blacks on the 
same terms as if they were white? Did they sit at 
table with them? associate or intermarry with them? 
Certainly not; and their color was the only reason. 
Me. A. continued his argument further; but the 
latenesa of the hour prevents us from continuing 
this sketch of his speech. The remaining portion 
was principally devoted to a reply to the constitu- 
Genet objections to the admission of Texas, urged 
by various senators, and an explanation of his own 
vote against the oy at the last session of Con- 
ress. He coneluded by expressing the hope that, 
if this great measure was destined to fail by any one 
mar,’s vote, that man might not be a democrat. 
Mr. BERRIEN next obtained the floor. 
= Mr. MOREHEAD moved a recess till 5 o'clock. 
On this qnestion the vote was ayes 19, noes 19; 
so it was decided in the negative. 
Mr. JARNAGIN moved to go into executive 


session. 

Mr. SEVIER said it was only a quarter past 2 
o'clock. 

The vote on this motion was, ayes 18, noes not 
counted; so it was decided in the negative. 

Mr. BERRIEN then proceeded. He had been 
perfectly ready to accom himself to the de- 
cision of the Senate (that he should now go on.) 
If he should be so fortunate’as to obtain the ear of 





——._ 
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to a disposition on 
nto a gentler tone than that in 
it had been addressed, for it was not in his 
in his present state of health, to maintain 
emphatic tone of address which prevailed 

in this debate. 

He had not mingled in the daily debates of the 
session, having devoted himself to the duties im- 
posed upon him as chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. , 

He abandoned the discussion of the question of 
expediency to those who chose to indulge in that 
branch of the question. It was not expedient for 
him to violate the provisions of the constitution. 
Conceding that Texas was the celestial paradise 
which it had been represented to be—every way 
desirable to the South—=still the boon was denied to 
him; he could not enter the portals of that paradise 
for the constitution forbade it. He heard and 
obeyed the prohibitory command of the genius of 
his country, “Stand back, it is not lawful!” 

On the question of expediency, he concurred last 
session with the senator from Ohio. He 
did not then doubt the competency of the 
treaty-making power. If there had been now 
one prppeesion submitted for thia object which he 
could believe to be constitutional, he would seek to 
ascertain the wishes of his constituents; and having 
ascertained the wishes of the people of Georgia 
on the question of expediency, their wishes would 
be his, and he should conform to them. But this 
question was not now one of expediency, but one of 
constitutional power. On such a question the duties 
and responsibility of each senator are his individu- 
ally, and it was between him and his God to decide 
upon his course. 

He then proceeded to the character of the joint 
resolution under consideration. There was one 
provision of that joint resolution which had forced 
iuselfon his mind. It was in reference to our rela- 
tion with the sister republic most interested in it. 
Writers on national law say that all nations, large 
or small, weak or powerful, are equal in point of 
soversionty. We es treated with Texas as an 
independent nation, She is, according to our own 
declaration of independence, free to do all that a 
sovereign power can do. Itis to a State—a sover- 
eign State—that this legislative missive is to be sent, 
by which we, the Congress of the United States, 
are to give our assent, (not invited by them to do 
this act,) that the lands rightfully belonging to 
‘Texas, not to us, shall be erected into a State. We 
are to give our gracious assent that they must 
manage their affairs in the precise mode in which 
we prescribe. We may be told this will not be of- 
fensive to Texas. It was to present the inquiry 
whether this Congress has the power to impel itself 
to absurdities like this, that he had stated these pre- 
liminaries in order to examine them. 

If he had rightly estimated the character of the 
peers of Texas, the stay of our messenger will be 
yut short there. They will repel the offer which 
they cannot accept without dishonor, or the spirit 
which was shown on the field of San Jacinto has 
fled from them. The senator from Missouri had 
seen and avoided this error. 

He now proceeded to the consideration of the 
constitutional power; and, as preliminary, his first 
inquiry was, whether this power was vested in any 
other department of the government. Pursuin 
this inquiry, he investigated the various punted 
powers of the constitution, noting the fact that the 
constitutional existence of the treaty-making power 
was acknowledged, and that territory could be ac- 
quired by that mode. He called upon the other 
aide to show any sufficient grounds why that indis- 
patable power alone should not be resorted to, in 
preference to a power never before perverted to an 
object such as that now in view. 

Pallesaphers say nature delights in few courses. 
When plain causes are conspicuous, there is no ne- 
cesaity for going in search of others. So, by anal- 
ogy, one distinct and applicable power to do the 
thing now proposed being found in the constitution, 
and in the uniform practice of this government, there 
was no propriety in going in search of other hidden 
and doubtful powers. 

He next adverted to the arguments deduced from 
the important powers conferred on Congress, such 
as those of declaring war and making contracts, 
and proceeded to the denial of the deductions drawn 
froma their superior importance in favor of the as- 
sumption that the minor power of acting by the 
executive and Senate was necessarily included in 
the major powers of Congress, contending that these 
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were constructions, rebutted by the acknowledged 
constitutionality of the treaty-making power; 
whereas the legislative power in this matter was a 
disputable power. 
ere Mr. B. entered into an elaborate technical 
investigation of the abstract question of legislative 
power, towhich he devoted most of his remarks 
till the hour of recess. 
At 3 o'clock the Senate took a recess till 5 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The engrossed bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of William D Cheever; and 

The engrossed bill for the relief of John R. Bry- 
an, adminstrator of Isaac Garretson, late purser in 
the navy of the United States, were read the third 


time, and d. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the State Department, 
transmitting a copy of the instruction given to the 
minister of the United States to China; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Also laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Treasury Department, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with a resolution of the Senate, of the 4th inst., 
a report from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, covering several copies of opinions and 
information prepared by him, concerning the issue 
of patents issued under the adjudication of that de- 
partment; which was ordered to be awe 

Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to, viz: : 

Resolved, That the sergeant-at-arms be authorized to 
continue Patrick H. Brooks as an assistant messenger of the 
Senate; and that the uswal pay be allowed him for his ser- 
vices as such, from the 6th of January last, to the end of 
the present session. 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, the bill for the re- 
lief of John P. Skinner, and the legal representa- 
tives of John P. Skinner, and the legal representa- 
tives of Isaac Green, was taken up, and considered 
as in committee of the whole, reported to the Sen- 
ate, and ordered to be engrossed fora third read- 
ing. 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the special order 
was resumed. 

Mr. BERRIEN continued his remarks on the 
unconstitutionality of the joint resolution under 
consideration. He maintained that the word 
“States,” in the fourth article, was indeterminate, 
and meant merely an association of men bound to- 
gether for political purposes; and _ that, to carry out 
the intention of those who used the word in the 
constitution, it was necessary to adopt some speci- 
fying word changing it from a generic term to a de- 
terminate term. Hence he came to the conclusion 
that a construction must be given to the words “new 
States,” in harmony with the tenor and intention 
of the constitution, taken as a whole. 

He held that the joint resolution, if passed by 
this government, was, issuing from their hands, a 
caput mortwum, and that it could have no life till it was 
imparted to it by Texas. It should owe its life to 
the Texas government, and not to this government. 
We only conceived this child of many fathers; but 
without the assistance of the accoucheur, (Texas,) it 
must necessarily be still-born. 

He next held that the power to admit new States, 
and the limitation of the power, had relation to the 
same thing; and if the power itself did not point 
out the specific thing to which it related, and the 
limitation did, the thing designated by the limitation 
should and must be taken to be the thing to which 
the power itself related. Hence he maintained that 
the limitation being circumscribed within the limits 
of the United States, the grant itself of the power 
to admit new States was limited to territory within 
the United States. 

The framers of the constitution spoke of new 
States, as States just emerging from the crysalis con- 
dition of territorial dependence, into the more perfect 
condition of full-grown States. The term implied, 
in itself, the passing from a probationary condition 
into a condition of fruition. 

He asked, was Texas a new State in the sense of 
the constitution? He held that she was not. If she 
was a new State now, would she be so fifty years 
hence, should you have to admit her then as a new 
State? New States were not to be found without 
the territory of the United States at the time of the 
confederation; but abundance of new States were to 
be found within the territory of the United States, 
and were then undergoing their probation. 

He referred to the proceedings of the convention 





in support*of these views, quoting largely from the 
Madison papers. 

In reply to the argument on the other side, tha: 
the power to admit new States being an express 
powers and the power to acquire territory by treaty 

ing an implied power, the implied power was sub- 
servient to the express power, he would meet the 
case by asking, where there was an express power 
in the constitution to lay duties on wool and iron? 
The a power was the grant to lay taxes, iy 
which the power to lay duties on wool and iron was 
included. 

He asked, was it desirable to force Texas into this 
Union under the pressure of a bare majority in 
both Houses of ae Could the value of Tex- 
as be compared with the peace, harmony, and sta- 
bility of the Union? Have not the minority in Con- 
gress constituents who know, and will exercise, their 
rights? Was not the final action to rest with another 
Congress with newly chosen representatives? Why 
not adopt the mode admitted by all to be constitu- 
tional? Why not wait for an expression of the peo. 
ple’s will? Should the people of Georgia express 
their will in favor of annexation, he should yield 
to their wishes in adopting a constitutional mode of 


proceeding. 

Mr. WALKER next obtained the floor, and ad. 
dressed the Senate for three hours. 

He examined the argument advanced by those on 
the opposite side who had opened the debate, to the 
effect that the United States could not constitution- 
ally enlarge its territory by the combined powers of 
legislation; and asked, what government in the world 
from ancient to modern times ever confined itself to 
the rule, that it could not enlarge its territory? He 
showed the inconsistency and evil tendency of such 
a rule. He commented upon the limitation maintained 
by some gentlemen, that the only territory which 
could be added was that necessary for boundary 
lines, slips and strips of territory for the perfection 
of boundary lines; showing that even in this limita- 
tion the power of acquisition was established. 

Mr. W. adverted to the history of the revolution, 
and the formation of this government, showing that 
the framers of the constitution looked to the union 
of the surrounding British colonies with the origin- 
al States forming the confederation; and proving 
that the power of admitting new States by legisla- 
tive enactment was considered sufficient to admit 
those colonies as new States. It was not contem- 
plated that they could be admitted by treaty. 

Mr. W. referred to, and quoted the ordinances in 
relation to territory, before and after the adoption of 
the constitution, showing that it was by compact 
the Congress under the new form of government 
was bound to admit the new States composed of the 
northwest territory. 

In answer to the argument based on Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s denial of power to admit new territory, he 
showed that it was as strong against the power to 
acquire territory by treaty as it was in relation to 
States growing outside of territorial limits. Mr. Jef- 
ferson, he showed, afterwards abandoned his 
— of objection; and he — Mr. Jefferson’s 

ast opinion, in which he admits that Cuba, and 

Texas, and Florida could be admitted, on the ac- 
knowledgment of their independence; for he says, 
“They would naturally wae tothis Union.” And 
this, he (Mr. W.) maintained, covered the whole 
ground. 

He held the objection to admitting a foreign gov- 


ernment or foreign State into the Union was in itself 


a nullity; for the moment a State was admitted, it 
to be foreign; and as to admitting a foreign 
vernment, it was an impossibility, for no such 
thing as admitting another government into this 
Union could happen. The moment a Siate was ad- 
mitted, its foreign government ceased. He read an 
extract from the writings of Mr. Hamilton, showing 
that he contemplated the annexation of contiguous 
territory. 

In answer to the charge that the mode of annexa- 
tion now pro was an after thought, never 
heard of tiil within the last ten months, he referred 
to a published letter of his own, written on the 8th 
of Jaruary, four months before the late treaty. He 
also read quotations from Mr. Van Buren’s opinion 
in April last, in which he specifically states that 
Texas may be admitted as a new State by legislative 
act. He also quoted Judge Johnson’s opinion, ex- 
pressed eight months since. 

He next referred to a letter which he wrote in 
September, 1835, and in which he quoted en 
he had advanced in 1826, just eight years after the 
senator from Missouri [Mr. Benron} had entered 
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the field in favor of Texas; proving that, in 1835 
and 1826, he himself entertained the very opin- 
jons he now entertained, of the power of Con- 
to admit new States. He also quoted the 
opinion of Mr. Nicholas, expressed to Mr. Jeffer- 
son in 1803. He next referred to Mr. Madison’s 
opinion on this point. He quoted what Mr. Maii- 
son said, which was, that he could not doubt the 
power of admitting or adding to the original thir- 
teen States new States arising not only out of their 
own bosoms, but out of territory in their neighbor- 
hood. Where would this take us? It would take 
in Louisiana, bordering on Virginia territory, and 
Georgia, and Florida bordering on Georgia. Hence 
he proved that this mode of admitting Texas was 
not an after thought as stated by the senator from 
Massachusetts {[Mr. Cuoare. 
In relation to the argument that all the legislative 
’ wers ted to Congress in the constitution, are 
/ infra-territorial, he quoted various acts of Congress 
making compacts with foreign governments about 
postages, exchange of books, borrowing money, the 
lation of commerce, &c.; and showing, on Chief 
Justice Marshall’s opinion, that the authority of a 
power is not — enlarged, or diminished b 
the extent to which it is used; and he aniatuined, 
from these examples, that Congress has ample and 
often-exercised powers of making compacts with 
foreign governments. He showed that the same 
things had been done by treaty; proving that the 
same power was exercised in two ways—primarily 
by Congress, and subserviently by the treaty-mak- 
ing power. 


., Here was indubitable proof that the power of 


Congress extends beyond the United States; and he 
further maintained that Congress had power to pass 
all laws necessary to carry out the granted powers 
ef Con The treaty-making power is only an 
implied power; the power of Congress to admit new 
States is an express power; if necessary for Con- 
gress to passa law carrying out the express power, 
itis authorized by the constitution to do so; hence 
the power to pass this joint resolution was fully and 
unequivocally established. 

He denied that one inch of territory would be 
acquired under this joint resolution by the United 
States. He denied that it was all of the nature of a 
treaty; it had not the slightest reserablance to a 
treaty. Great Britain never failed to make treaties 
with foreign powers which it was her interest to 
make. If Texas is rejected, and rejected with 
scorn, @ treaty will be made between Texas and 
England; and the production of sugar and cotton in 
Texas will be encou by a premium of 13 per 
cent. exemption from duties in the British market, 
and the advantages her planters would have of getting 
manufactured goods free of duty—giving 25 per cent. 
swe ry to them over the planters of the United 

tates. In five years Europe will be supplied with 
cotton from Texas; we will love our cotton trade 
altogether. It seemed almost providential that Texas 
was now Offered to us; it was the only spot on the 
globe that could cultivate cotton in competition with 
us. If Texas is permanently rejected, in 1860 the 
southern States mihhene less representation in Con- 
gress than they have now. 

Mr. MILLER next obtained the floor, and on his 
motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESEN®ATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 25, 1845. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the follow- 
ing executive communications: 


A letter from the Secretary of War, in answer to 
the resolution of the House of the 29th ult., stating 
that no report, journal, and map of Captain J. Al- 
len, of the Ist regiment of dragoons, of his expedi- 
tion during the past summer to the heads of the 
rivers Des Moines, Blue Earth, &c., in the northwest, 
has been received. \t was laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting, in answer to the resolution of the House, a 
report as to what substitute can be made for the 
present mode of corporeal punishment in the nav 
without endangering the discipline of the service. It 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill from the Senate entitled an Act to regulate the 
appointments and promotions of officers in the Uni- 


ted States revenue service; and it was recommitted 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill entitled An act 
making appropriations for the Military Academy; 
and it was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and subsequently to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The joint resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury, whenever any State shall have been or 
may be in default for the payment of interest or 
prince on investments in its stocks or bonds held 

y the United States in trust, to retain certain mon- 
eys to which such State is entitled for the purposes 
therein named, was read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The House agreed to receive such reports from 
standing committees as would not give rise to de- 
bate, and the following were presented: 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back Senate bill entitled An act 
explanatory of an act entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the government for the year 1839,” without amend- 
ment. The bill was then read a third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to which had been referred the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill entitled An act making ap- 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1846, 
reported the same with an amendment thereto, which 
was concurred in. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the case of the 
elaim of Samuel K. George, made a report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

On the motion of Mr. NORRIS, the Committee 
of Ways and Means was discharged from the con- 
sideration of the petition of Joseph Sewell & Co.; 
and it was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, it was 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to this House, if not 
incompatible with the public interest, the correspondence 
of George W. Slocum, late consul of the United States at 
Rio de Janeiro, with the Department of State relating to the 
African slave trade. ? 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, re 
ported bills of the following titles: * 

A bill for the relief of the sureties of Elijah J. 
Weed, late quartermaster of marines, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Parke. 

They were respectively read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VANCE, the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill for the relief of Jeremiah Moors, 
made an unfavorable report thereon, and the bill and 
report were laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, the same com- 
mittee was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the memorial of Andrew McLean, and it 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the case of Francis Swann; 
which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill from the Sen- 
ate, entitled An act to authorize the South Carolina 
Railroad company to import certain pipes and ma- 
chinery free of iow, reported the same without 
amendment; and the bill was read a third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. LABRANCHE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported, without amendment, the Sen- 
ate resolution authorizing the employment of addi- 
tional inspectors of the customs at the port of New 
Orleans: referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. L. also, from the same committee, reported 


a bill in alteration of an act entitled An act to estab-_ 


lish a port of delivery at the city of Lafayette, in 
the State of Louisiana; which was read a first, sec- 
ond, and third times, and passed. 

LIEUTENANT FREMONT’S REPORT. 

Mr. BOWLIN, on leave, offered the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is here- 
by, directed to receive, inthe recess of Congress, the re- 
port of Lieutenant (now Brevet Captain) Fremont’s expedi- 
tion of 1843 and 1844, to Oregon and North California, as the 
same shall be published from the War Department; and that 
ten thousand extra copies thereof be printed, together with 
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the lithographed maps and drawings accompanying the 
seme, for the use of the members of the present Congress; 
and also the report of the same officer of his expedition to 
the Rocky mountains, in the year 1842, be reprinted with 
the report of the last expedition, without the appendix of 
astronomical, barometrical, and meteorological observa- 
tions. 

Mr. P. KING, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported Senate bills providing for the ap- 
pointment, and regulating the pay, of engineers and 
assistant engineers in the revenue service; and for 
the relief of ‘Thomas Smith; the first of which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and the second to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and both ordered to be printed. 
Also the following resolution; which was adopt- 


ed: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the report ofthe Secretary 
ef the Treasury on commerce and navigation, for the year 
ending 30th June, 1844, be printed. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, from the same 
committee, 
Ordered, That the same committee be discharged from the 


* consideration of the resolution of the 28th of Januery last, 


relative to the publication of a monthly statement of im 
ports and exports, and that it be laid on the table. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported, without amendment, Senate bill 
vesting in the county commissioners of the county of 
Wyandot the right to certain town lots and out lots 
in the town of Upper Sandusky, in the State of 
Ohio. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the select committee appointed 
on the 17th of January last, in relation to the best 
mode of disposing of the maps, plates, and other 
materials belonging tothe United States, connected 
with the late exploring expedition, reported a joint 
resolution ‘‘in relation to the charts of the exploring 
expedition; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the same committee, 
reported back Senate bill granting to the State of 
Illinois certain alternate sections of land, to aid in 
the construction of certain railroads: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported, with amend- 
ments, the bill to provide for the transportation of 
the mail between the United States and foreign coun- 
tries: referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. D. 8S. REID, from the same commitiee, made 
al adverse report in the case of John Robinson; 
which, on his motion, was laid on the table and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. STETSON, from the Committee on the Die- 
trict of Columbia, made adverse reports on several 
petitions and papers to that committee referred; 
which, on his motion, were laid on the table. 

Mr. DiLLINGHAM, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Edson’s administrators: referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VINTON, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of Henry Gardner and others: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, from the same committee, re- 
ported Senate bill, without amendment, to extend 
the jurisdiction of the district court in certain cases 
on the adjacent lakes and navigable waters. 

On motion of Mr. D. the bill was three times read 
and passed. 

r. FRENCH, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to rcorganize the circuit and district 
courts of the United States in the State of Ohio. 

Objections being made to the bill by Mr. STONE, 
it lies over. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, re- 
ported Senate bill, with amendment, to change the 
time of holding the federal courts in the district of 
Kentucky, and for other purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 


Mr. LUCAS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which had been referred the bil! 
from the Senate for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of James Bell, reported the anme _ 
witheut amendment; and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
F Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Benjamin J. Porter; which was read twice, re- 
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ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
for the relief of Christian Orendorf; which was twice 
read, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. S., the said committee was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the case 
of Jonathan Shafer. 

Mr. DICKEY, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Thomas Sumter, deceased: read twice, refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. D., from the same committee, made an un- 
favorable report on the case of R. M. Livingston; 
which was laid on the table 

Mr. CLINTON, from the Committee on Public 
Expenditures, moved that the report of that com- 
mittee in the case of Lieut. J. T. McLaughlin be 
printed: carried. 

Mr. PERLEY B. JOHNSON, from the same 
committee, made a minority report on the case of 
Lieut. J.T. McLaughin; which was laid on the 


table. 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported, without amendment, the 
bill from the Senate to confirm the sale of lands in 
certain cases, and for other purposes, and reported a 
resolution from said committee to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further coasid- 
eration of said bill; and the resolution being agreed 
to, the bill was read the third time and passed. 

The CHAIR stated that the hour for receiving re- 
ceiving reports had passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the rules be further 
suspended, to receive the reports of such committees 
as had not reported: agreed to. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, made an unfavorable report on 
the case of Robert Graham; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill from the Senate to authorise the relo- 
cation of land warrants, in certain cases, which was 
put on its passage, and read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. J. E. CAREY moved that the Committee on 
Private Land Claims be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill for the relief of Martha 
Perch;zwhich was agreed to. 

Mra YANCEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Alfred Long; which 
was twice read, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the reorganization of the district 
and circuit courts of the United States in the State 
of Ohio; which was read the first time, and laid 
over on notice of debate. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Indian A ffairs, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Israel 
Johnson; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported, without amendment, the bill from the 
Senate providing payment for the 4th regiment of 
the Vermont militia, who served at the battle of 
Plattsburg, and moved to lay the bill on the table; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McDOWELL, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported the bill from the Senate 
for the relief of Mary E. Zantzinger, widow of Ma- 
jor Zantzinger, deceased; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. J. A. BLACK, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the bu- 
rial of the martyrs of the British prison ships at the 
Wallabout, New York, during the war of the revo- 
lution: read twice, and referred. 

Mr. FISH, from the same committee, reported a 
joint resolution amendatory of the resolution of 
April, 1844, respecting the application of appropria- 
tions heretofore made: read twice, and referred. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Thomas Brown; which was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the same committee, 
reported a joint resolution for the relief of Rodman 
Price; which was twice read and referred. 

Mr. T. H. SEYMOUR reported a joint resoln- 
tion for the sale of lot No. 13, in the village of Sack- 
ett’s Harbor; which was twice read and referred. 

Mr. JOHN STEWART, from the Naval Com- 
mittee, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- 
tion of mechanics, &c., at the Washington navy 
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yard; and it was laid upon the table, and leave was 
granted the petitioners to withdraw their petition. 

On motion of Mr. JOHN STEWART, the same 
committee was discharged from the consideration of 
the cases of Isaac Bigelow and James Davis, and the 

tition of the citizens of Jefferson county for a 

ulkhead at Sackett’s Harbor; and they were laid 
upon the table. ’ 

_Mr. WINTHROP, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, reported a bill to ulate commer- 
cial intercourse with the islands of Miguelon and St. 
Pierre; and it was read three times and passed. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John K. 
Cooke; and it was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DANIELS, from the Committee on Territo- 
ries, reported a bill supplemental to an act for the 
admission of lowa and Florida as States into the 
Union; and it wes read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, it was or- 
dered that the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be discharged from the consideration of the 
resolutions of the 17th December last, relative to 
extending certain pension laws to the officers and 
soldiers who served in defence of our frontiers in 
the Indian wars, and relative to providing similar 
compensation for the officers and soldiers who served 
in the Indian wars of 1783, &c., as is now author- 
ized to be paid to those of the revolution, and that 
the said resolutions be laid on the table. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Freelove Ward; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Joseph Carter; which 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

On the motion of Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR, 

Resolved, That Jacob Addison, of Ohio, be permitted to 


withdraw his pension warrant or certificate from the files 
of the House. 

On motion of Mr. SAMPLE, from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, Peter Von Schmidt was 
permitted to withdraw his papers from the files of 
the House. 

Mr. THOMASSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported bill for the relief of Samuel Per- 
ry, assignee, Gc. and it was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Gerard; and it was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Evans; and it was read twice, aud committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

On the motion of Mr. CULLOM, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the ve of Elemuel 
Robinet, and that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the — of Adams Payne; 
and it was laid upon the table. 

On the motion of Mr. RUSSELL, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged from the 
consideration of the petitions of John Nappertandy, of An- 
drew McDowell, of Wm. B. Adams, of Jonas B. Platt, of 
Charles Walworth, and of Benjamin Dwinell, James Wil- 
son, and Aaron Wilson, jr. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported back Senate bill to extend the patent here- 
tofore granted to Wm. Woodward; and it was read a 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RODNEY, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Patents be discharged 


from the consideration of the petition of Elisha E. Holmes; 
and that it be laid on the table. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, made a report concernin 
the various national edifices at Washington, an 
showing the necessity for increased and fire-proof 
accommodations for transacting the public busi- 
ness; which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. P. B. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Mileage, asked and obtained leave. to be dischar, 
from the further consideration of the petition of citi- 
zens of Cayuga county, New York, for a reduction 
of the per diem pay of members of Congress. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Select Committee on 
ae made a report; which was laid on the 
tavie, 


On motion of Mr. BURKE, the Committee 0), 
the Library was discharged from the considera. 
tion of certain memorials; which had been referred 
to it. 

Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Engray. 
ing, made a report, accompanied by a resolution 
directing the Clerk to procure all the plates of 
maps which have been ordered by the House 
The resolution was agreed to, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S. also reported a resolution for the printins 
of 5,000 extra copies of Professor Owen's gy;. 


vey. 

Mr. BURKE offered an amendment to provid: 
thatthe Clerk be authorized to contract for th» 
same; which was negatived. 

Mr. BURKE offered an amendment to direct th» 
Clerk to contract with Mr. Haas for a map oj 
Texas; and the rejection of those procured by the 
Committee on Engraving as erroneous, for which 
he offered the testimony of a letter of Commodore 
Moore. 

{Am in writing was received from the Pres). 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Captai,, 
Waceaman, his private as 

After some conversation b essrs. BURKE, 
SIMONS, HALE, and H. HAMLIN, 

Mr. H. HAMLIN demanded the previous ques. 


tion. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to lay the whole subjec: 
on the table: rejected. 

_Mr. HAMLIN withdrew the demand for the pre- 
vious question, at the appeal of 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, who said he was glad that 
this proposition had been made, as it gave him an op- 
portunity of giving to the country the truth in relation 
to the map of Texas now in the course of publica- 
tion under the order of this House. According to 
this map, the boundaries of Texas are made to ex- 
tend up to forty-two degrees of north latitude. 
Now, he had always doubted the correctness of the 
map in that particular, inasmuch as it was in direct 
conflict with every other map of that country which 
had fallen under his observation; and, as it was a 
matter of no small moment that the people should 
be correctly informed on the subject, he had taken 
some pains to inquire into it. He had addressed a 
note to the head of the a bureau, under 
whose direction this map has been prepared, en- 
oe with it a copy of the Texas map published 
by order of the Senate, and of which the House map 
is a copy, requesting him to mark upon it the boun- 
daries of the States of Texas, New Mexico, ani 
other Mexican States adjacent, as recognised by the 
Mexican confederacy prior to the Texian revolu- 
tion. In reply to my note, I received the following 
letter: 

Bureau or ToroGRarnical ENGINEFRS, 
Washington, Feb. 13, 1845 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of you 
letter of the 12th instant. In reply, I have to state that 
this bureau is not in possession of the acts of the Mexican 
Congress, defining the boundaries of the provinces of that 
republic, and therefore that the means necessary to delin 
eate the boundaries of the several States enumerated by you 
are not at our command. 

In Tanner’s American Atlas, edition of 1839, there is ‘‘a 
map of the United States of Mexico, as organized and de- 
fined by the several acts of Congress of that republic,” but 
whether these boundaries were recognized by the ‘Mexican 
confederacy prior to the Texian revolution,” | am unable to 
state. 

The map of Texas enclosed by you, is returned here 
with. .® 

Very respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, 
J. J. ABFERT, 
Colonel Corps Topographical Engineers 
Hon. J. Brinkernorr, 
House of Representatives. 


It seems, therefore, sir, (said Mr. B.) that the 
Topographical Bureau has no information in regard 
to the old boundaries of Texas; can tell us nothing 
as to what Texas was; and refera us to the atlas of 
Mr. Tanner. Now, sir, I have consulted Mr. Tan- 
ner’s atlas, and find that it corresponds substantially 
with all our other gemerally received maps of those 
countries. And, sir, what is the result? What is 
the northern boundary of Texas there? Is it lat- 
itude forty-two degrees north? No, sir. It 1s the 
Red river, in latitude thirty-four degrees north. All 
the ancient Mexican territory north of the Red 
river north of thirty-four degrees, is included with- 
in the State of New Mexico, of which Santa Fé is 
the capital! And this unquestionably is the true 
state of the case. Texas never extended north of 
thirty-four degrees; all north of that line is New 
Mexico. 

This map, then, inteaded for the information of 
the people, 1s grossly indirect; it is, in effect, a mis- 
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erable cheat, a monstrous fraud upon the people of 
the free States. Here we have | resolutions 
for the annexation of Texas to the Union; and, by 
way of compromise, we have provided for the ex- 
clusion of slavery from all that part of Texas lying 
north of latitude 36 degrees 30 minntes north; when 
in truth, and in fact, Texas neve: extended—her 
northern boundary never reached—within two de- 
s of that so-called compromise line! Yes, sir, 
ee map is a cheat, a fraud upon the people of the 
free States. From it they are led to believe that 
some portion (though small) of the Texian territory 
js secured to them; when, in truth, not one foot of 
it reaches the line of the compromise. This com- 
promise does not run through Texas, or any part of 
it; it runs through New Mexico, and New Mexico 
is a part of Mexico as much as is the city of Santa 
Cruz itself. Texas never exercised any jurisdiction 
over it, either when she was herself a member of 
the Mexican confederacy, or stnce her independ- 
ence. Texian laws were never acknowledged there, 
and the foot of Texian soldier never trod upon the 
soilof New Mexico, except in the character of a 
risoner of war. It was not hers originally, nor is 
ithers by right of revolution, possession, or con- 
quest. And we ourselves are daily in the habit of 
recognising the right of Mexico to this province by 
the protection we afford to the Santa Fe trade, and 
by the payment of duties on the goods we export 
to that city. If, therefore, New Mexico shall ever 
become a part of our territory, we must first acquire 
it by purchase, or take it by conquest. I hope, 
therefore, Mr. Speaker, that an amended edition of 
this map will be ordered. Let the people have the 
truth on this subject; and then, if they are willing to 
acquiesce in a compromise which is no compromise 
—in a division of territory which is no division—a 
shadow, a mockery and acheat—our duty will be 
discharged, and with them will be the responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said it was true, as the 

ntleman from Ohio [Mr. Brinkernorr] had said, 
that Texas, as known to the maps, did not extend 
beyond 34° north. In 1836, the legislature of Texas 
passed an act declaring that her boundaries extended 
north, embracing New Mexico, Santa Fé, Coahuila, 
&c., up to 42°. The treaty of the last session was 
based on this claim by Texas; and it was one great 
objection to it that it proposed to embrace a part of 

exico, which there was no desire, he believed, on 
the part of any of our statesmen that our govern- 
ment should take possession of whenever Texas 
was admitted into the Union. 

In conclusion, at the request of many gentlemen, 
Mr. K. moved the previous question. 

Mr. BURKE, at the suggestion of Mr. H. Ham- 
uN, withdrew that part of his amendment pro- 
hibiting the payment for the map already fur- 
nished. 

The amendment to the amendment, as modified, 
was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
original resolution, was taken, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 





DAILY RECESS. 


Mr. McKAY moved a resolution providing for a 
daily recess of the House for the remainder of the 
session, from 2} to 43 o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. SLIDELL, Mr. THOMPSON, and other 
gentlemen objected. 

Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules for 
the reception of the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HENLEY asked leave to make a report. 

Objections being made, it was not received. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, Mr. Weuuer in the chair. 

The bill under consideration when the committee 
last rose, was the bill from the Senate to reduce the 
rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the 
abuse of the franking privilege, and for the preven- 
tion of frauds on the revenues of the Post Office De- 

ent, to the first section of which amendments 

ad been offered by Mr. Hopxins and Mr. Jame- 

son—the amendment of the latter gentleman being 
the first pending amendment. 

Mr. COBB obtained the floor. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE wished to offer an amend- 
ment for the bill to take effect at some future time 
instead of immediately, as proposed by the bill. 
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The amendment not being in order at this time, 
was not received. 
Mr. COBB proposed to address a few remarks to 
the general features of the bill. He wished not to 
be misunderstood in the course he took on this sub- 
ject. He had been one of those gentlemen who 
yesterday had voted to defeat the efforts of the friends 
of this measure to press it through the House in ten 
minutes, as was first proposed, and in two hours, 
as provided in the resolution under which they were 
now acting. Whenever the rates of postage could 
be reduced consistently with the principles of the 
department, and with its efficiency, he should be as 
willing to go for such reduction as any gentleman. 
Here was an entirely new system, which was to be 
forced on the country; the details, and hardly the 
general features of which, had not yet undergone 
examination by this House. It had required the 
Senate more than three weeks to digest this undigest- 
ed system; and now it was to be hurried through 
this House in two hours! In the annals of legisla- 
tion in this country there could not be found a par- 
allel to this. He argued that it would be policy 
even for the friends of this measure to afford time 
for gentlemen to express their objections to the de- 
tails. It was not only necessary that it should be 
passed, but that the various feélings and interests of 
the country should be in some measure reconciled. 
In order to this, at Jeast, let them be heard, and the 
bill would be passed under the sanction of debate 
and consideration. 
There were very many objectionable features to 
the bill. The first and most prominent of them was 
the reduction of postage to five cents for all distances 
throughout the country. And further, all packages 
not weighing over half an ounce, consisting no mat- 
ter of how many pieces of paper, were considered 
single letters. Inthis way, by procuring thin pa- 
per, many sheets might be sent for a single post- 
age. 
"He went into many other serious objections to this 
bill, to one of which he called the attention of the friends 
of American manufactures, viz: that it would have the 
effect of bringing into use thin French writing pa- 
per, instead of paper of American manufacture. He 
appealed to gentlemen, if their object was to pro- 
mote the public good, to agree on a compromise, 
and mould their measure into such a shape as 
would give general satisfaction. He understood 
that his friend from Indiana was about to propose 
an amendment, which he vastly preferred to this 
bill, and he hoped that gentlemen would accept it. 
He would simply refer to that amendment, without 
going intoany argument in favor ofit, trusting that his 
friend from Indiana would obtain the floor and ex- 
plain it himself. The proposition was to fix the rates 
of postage at five, ten, and fifteen cents to operate 
for two years; and after that, if it should be found 
that the diminution of the rates of postage was 
accompanied by an increase of revenue, to make a 
further reduction. Indeed he was willing to carry 
the reductlon to the lowest point at which it should 
be ascertained that the Post Office Department 
could be supported from its own revenues. He did 
not believe, however, that the department could be 
supported under the provisions of this bill, and that 
the ultimate effect of it would be to throw the de- 
ficiency on the national treasury; and it was evident 
that this result was contemplated by the framers of 
the bill, for = had inserted a provision appro- 
priating four millions to supply the deficiency 
that might occur from that source. Among the other 
objections Mr. C. urged to this bill was the 
vast patronage and power it gave to the head 
of the Post Office Department. It would make the 
Post Office Department the most dangerous power 
ever known in any government. Mr. C. then 
entered into an argument against the injustice of 
the bill, which would compel citizens who were but 
little benefited by the facilities of the Post Office 
Department, to pay for the facilities which were so 
largely enjoyed by others of their fellow-citizens. 
He seneiaatal this bill as an assault on the little 
post offices in the country; and in fact he had heard 
of no arguments on that floor, or in the public press, 
in favor of it that did not contain attacks on the 
smaller post offices. In* answer to these assaults, 
it was only necessary to advert to a fact but little 
known, that in all the correspondence of the business 
rtions of the community, the postages paid at the 
arge cities were charged by the merchants to the 

rsons in the interior with whom they had deal- 
ings. One of the prominent evils complained of in 
the country was the extent to which the franking 
privilege was carried; but how did this bill propose 





to correct it? Why the franking privilege was taken 
away from the ey postmasters, who used it 
carparatively to a small extent, and left in the hands 
of members of Congress, who used it to an extrava- 
gant extent. 

However the expense might be paid, he said 
“down with the franking privilege!” He was in 
favor of taking it away where it was retained, and 
restoring it to the small postmasters from whom it 
had been taken. He said this bill would operate as 
a deception to the country on this subject. ft would 
deprive the postmasters of the franking privilege, 
but it allowed the Postmaster General to increase 
their salary. Where did this clamor for low post- 
ages come from? Large cities. He knew petitions 
were shown here from other places, but they origin- 
ated from, and were printed in, the large cities; 
and by sending out afew persons with such peti- 
tions any amount of names might be procured. It 
was not the wish of the people, and it would be 
found injurious to the people of the country, as dis- 
tinguished from the people of the great commercial 
cities. The people (he said) were much more op- 

ressed by a high tariff than by the postage system. 
He said this might be technically stated as a case of 
the commercial cities versus the country, and he ap- 
eared as the advocate of the country. 

Mr. YANCEY said there were few questions that 
involved more important principles than the bill be- 
fore the committee, and yet its friends—and he ad- 
mitted they were a large majority—refused to give 
more than two hours for its discussion by those 
who held different opinions, and they were de- 
prived of the opportunity of laying their views be- 
fore the country and their constituents, that their 
votes might be properly understood. He was not 
indisposed to make changes in the Post Office De- 
partment; he should say reforms were necessary, 
and they might go to a great extent, and postage 
might be considerably reduced; but what did this 
Lill propose? To abolish the rates of 6}, 124, 18}, 
and 25 cents, and to fix one uniform rate of 5 centa 
only. This was a radical change, which must strike 
with alarm every mind which was disposed to ex- 
amine the subject calmly, and to view the advantages 
of the Post Office Department as he did. He 
was opposed then to his bill, on the ground of the 
sudden and radical change which it proposed to 
make. This bill proposed that it oad go into im- 
mediate operation, and suddenly reduced the rate: 
of postage to 5 cents, from an average of 15 cents, 
which the department had hitherto realized, mak- 
ing a reduction of 667 per cent. at once. He object- 
ed to it, also, because it conferred great powers on 
the Postmaster General as the head of that depart- 
ment. By this bill he would have power to in- 
crease the compensation of all postmasters in the 
United States whose compensation does not reach 
a certain amount, and his only limit was 50 per 
cent. on letter postage received at such office. ‘There 
were thousands of offices whose compensation did 
not reach the amount here set forth;and therefore 
the Postmaster General would have power to in- 
crease the compensation of all such postmasters. 
This was a dangerous power to intrust to any 
man’s discretion, and he was not disposed to sanc- 
tionit. But while they were about to make such 
a radical change, as a reduction of postage from 
an average of 15 to 5 cents, they were increasing 
four-fold the privileges of those who send letters. 
At present the rates of postage were charged on 
single sheets; but hereafter the postage was to be 
regulated by weight; and instead of each letter in an 
envelope being charged letter postage, three letters 
could be sent asa single letter—for three united in 
one envelope would not exceed the prescribed 
weight of half an ounce. Here, then, was another 
serious consideration which appeared to have been 
overlooked. But another objection which he had to 
this bill was, that it was to be a burden on the treasu- 

. One of its provisions makes an appropriation 
of $750,000 to defray the expenses which the fall- 
ing-off of letter postage may throw asa burden on 
the treasury; but he called the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact, that the contingent fund might 
be made chargeable with four and a half millions of 
dollars. And yet such a bill was to be hurried 
through this House in two hours. 

Now on what was all this based? Did the Post 
Office Department do its duty? It was as extensive 
as the Union itself. Mails were carried to the ex- 
tremest frontier of the Union; and he at the farthest 
East could write to his friend at the farthest West 
and have his letter delivered. It was a system which 
should command the admiration of the whole Union. 
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Had, then, these sweeping changes been recommend- 

ed by the head of the Post Office Department? So 
far from recommending, he objected to them most 
earnestly. He was willing, as they all were, to effect 
reforms, but there was no one act of the Postmaster 
General to show that he desired to throw his depart- 
ment a burden on other branches of the government. 
His friend from Georgia [Mr. Cops] had told them 
that if the people called for these changes he was not 
aware of it; and he (Mr. Y.) was in a like condition 
of ignorance of any such opinion prevailing amongst 
the people that he represented. He (Mr. Y.) was 
willing that the pomeee should be made 5, 10, and 
15 cents; and he had no doubt those rates would de- 
fray the expense of the department; but he could 
not sanction a change which would affect the people 
so seriously int heir vital and social interest. On 
what then was it based? He feared it was on 
a mistaken idea of the opinions of the people. 
Another argument had been used which was 
based on the English system. The honorable gen- 
tleman examined that system to show thatit differed 
essentially from ours in extent of country and den- 
sity of population, and in the abolition of the 
franking privilege, and the prepayment ef letters, 
and in many other particulars which he enumerated. 
This bill he said, if carried into operation, would 
either destroy the small post routes, or make them 
a charge on the treasury. The Post Office Depart- 
ment should sustain itself and bea charge on its 
customers; and for whose benefit was it? Why, 
principallly for the great cities, which were calling 
so loudly for these reforms, that they might be ben- 
efited atthe expense of the great mass of the coun- 
try; and thus the farming portion of the countr 
would have to pay by duties on their iron, wool- 
lens, cotton goods, and other articles of consump- 
tion, for the correspondence of brokers, merchants, 
and speculators. He trusted this bill would not be 
passed. ‘There was one plan, he understood, to be 
offered, which made the reductions prospective; and 
such a plan would meet his approbation; but he 
should continue, in all its forms, to oppose this rad- 
ical and dangerous scheme. 

Mr. DANA obtained the floor. Having given 
considerable attention to the subject before the com- 
mittee, he wished to give briefly his views. The 
whole community, as we had evidence from the multi- 
tudes of petitions, and from resolutions of the State 
legislatures presented here, demanded a reduction of 
postage, con: he had hoped that the representatives 
of the people would have been found ready to com- 
ply with these demands. Hereferred to the gradu- 
ally declining condition of the Post Office Depart- 
ment as another argument for action on this subject. 
Up to 1840 there had been a regular annual increase 
of 5 or 6 per cent. in the revenues of the department; 
since that time there had been a rapid and constant 
decrease, notwithstanding the exultation in which 
the Postmaster General had represented the condi- 
tion of the department in his late annual report. He 
entered into a detailed examination of the general 
present state, and extent of operation, of the Post 
Office Department, and of the prospective condition 
of it, which the laws on the subject remaining as at 
present, he predicted, must soon be a state of bank- 
ruptcy and inefficiency, unless the debts . were 
thrown on the treasury. 

He alluded to the extensive svstem of private ex- 
presses that had sprung up, taking away and defraud- 
ing the Post Office Department of revenue which just- 
ly belonged to it; and he argued that the best mode 
of putting down these expresses was not by penal 
enactments, but by such a reduction of the rates of 
poe as would satify the community; and nothing 
ess than that proposed by this bill would do this. 
He spoke of the impolicy of having so long deferred 
legislation on this subject, and, by consequence, of 
having allowed these expresses to spring up to so 
great an extent; and he urged the necessity of im- 
mediate action on the subject. If it were delayed 
until the meeting of another Congress, it would be 
much more difficult to root them out even than it 
would be found to be now. 

He entered into a statistical examination at some 
length of the comparative amounts of free matter and 
pr> ble matter transmitted through the mails 
adie aioe present system of postage, to show the 
sheer injustice and inequality thereof. Twenty- 
two tons of free mail matter went through the post 
office the last year he said. He advocated the 
abolition of the franking privilege, and maintained 
the justice of those who wrote letters paying, as 
nearly as can be ascertained, the cost of the trans- 
portation of their own letiers, 
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Reverting to the subject of private expresses, he || th 





ighths of an ounce, and called for tellers: 


advocated the 5 cent rate of postage as calculated || which were ordered. 


to root out and destroy these expresses. He exhib- 


ited to the House an advertisement of Hale & Co., | 


private €xpress proprietors, as showing the entire 
publicity with which this illicit system was carried 
on, and considered it a greatly preferable manner in 
point of policy to put them down by a reduction of 
rates, thus cutting off the inducement to patronize 
them rather than to resort to the vexatious and haz- 


ardous attempt to crush them by applying tothem | 


the penal provisions of law, by testing its constitu- 
tionality, &c. The establishment and continuance 
of private expresses on two t routes, viz: from 
this city via Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, 
&c., to Boston, and from Boston to Buffalo, was 
sufficient to break down the post office establish- 
ment. Between these points there was the greatest 
inducement to private expresses. It appeared from 
this statement of facts, how difficult it would be to 
root out these establishments, unless the induce- 
ment of self-interest on the part of letter-writers, and 
of the express proprietors, were taken away bya 
reduction of the rates of postage. 


Mr. D. concluded, by saying that he was in favor 
of preserving the Post Office Department, and anx- 
ious to extend its benefits and influence. 

Mr. CAUSIN obtained the floor, and asked the 
Chair how much time he had to speak? 


The CHAIR said that the gentleman had five 
minutes left him, if he chose to speak it out. 

Mr. CAUSIN then addressed the committee for 
about five minutes in favor of the bill; when the 
Chair announced that the time for the termination of 
the debate had arrived. 

Mr. JAMESON offered an amendment, to insert 
a graduated rate of postages of 5, 10, and 15 cents, 
instead of the uniform rate of 5 cents as in the bill: 
rejected. 

Mr. BRODHEAD offered an amendment provid- 


ing that the bill shall go into effect on the Ist day of | 


July, 1845. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE offered to amend the amend- 
ment, by inserting Ist of January, 1846. 

On taking the question, the amendment to the 
amendment was rejected. 

The vote on Mr. Bropueap’s amendment was 
taken by Messrs. Irvin and Tucker as tellers, and 
they reported 96 in the affirmative, and 28 in the 
negative. > 

ir.G. DAVIS submitted an amendment to the 
amendment, to make postage 5 cents for 300 miles, 
and 10 cents for greater distances; on which the 
vote was taken by 
as tellers, and they reported 85 in the affirmative, 
and 89 in the negative. 

So it was lost. 


Messrs. JAMESON and McDOWELL offered | 


amendments, which they afterwards withdrew. 
Mr. HOPKINS then modified his amendment, 


and offered the entire first section of the House bill | 


as a substitute for the first section of the Senate bill; 
on which the vote was taken by Messrs. Strrone 
and Jameson as tellers, and they reported 87 in the 
affirmative, and 93 in the negative. 

So the amendment was lost. 

Mr. McDOWELL proposed an amendment to 
limit the 5 cent postage to 300 miles, and above that 
distance to increase it to 10 cents; on which the 


vote was taken by Messrs. Preston Kine and Me- | 


Dowe t as tellers, who reported 98 in the affirm- 
ative, and 87 in the negative. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. COBB moved an amendment to provide that 
all letters sent shall be prepaid: rejected. 

Mr. JAMESON moved to strike out the clause of 
the first section declaring letters or packages not ex- 
ceeding half an ounce weight single letters, and 
charging an additional single postage for every addi- 
tional half ounce, or every additional weight less 
than half an ounce. 

The question was taken by tellers, and the amend- 
ment was rejected—ayes 71, noes 77. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

[Cries of ‘‘No, no. 
fer.” t 

The CHAIR decided if there were amendments 
to be offered, the motion to rise was not in order. 

Mr. JAMESON moved an amendment to make 
one quarter of an Cusce (instead of half an ounce) 
the basis of computation: rejected—ayes 72, noes 


Mr. JAMESON moved now to make the basis 


I have amendments to of- 


Messrs. Bipiack and Brene.e | 














The amendment was rejected—ayes 65, noes 8). 

Mr. PATTERSON moved an amendment o), 
— passing not over fifty miles, three cents: re. 
ected. 
, A further amendment offered by Mr. THOMp. 
SON, was rejected. 

The second section, relative to the postage on 
newspapers, being under consideration, 

Amendments offered by Messrs. HARDIN. 
DROMGOOLE, and SHEPARD CARY, were 


rejected. 

nak BAYLY moved that the committee rise: re. 
jected. 

, Amendments further offered by Messrs. GAR- 
RETT DAVIS, DROMGOOLE, HAMLIN, and 
JAMESON, were rejected. 

Mr. SLIDELL moved to strike out all of the 
third section, which provides for carrying newspa- 
pers free of charge for any distance not over thirty 
miles: rejected. . 

Mr. JAMESON moved to strike out, at the end 
of that section, the words, “regard being had to the 
cost of expediting its transportation, and the means 
at his disposal or under his control for effecting the 
same:” rejected. 

Mr. COBB moved to amend the third section, 
seventh line, by inserting the words, “members o{ 
Congress inclusive,” so as to include them amon» 
ire whose franking privilege is repealed. 

r. HOPKINS moved to sisted the amendment, 
by striking out the word “transmit,”’ and inserting 
the word “receive,” so that members of Congress 
may receive, and not transmit, letters and packages 
free of Erne 
Mr. COBB modified his amendment, so as tw 
agree with Mr. Hopxins’s amendment to it. 

The question was taken, and it was rejected. 
Mr. ¢ CARY offered an amendment to leave the 
franking privilege to the deputy postmasters: re- 
jected. 

Mr. C. offered an amendment, providing that dep- 
uty postmasters whose emoluments do not amount 
to fifty dollars per annum shall retain the franking 
privilege. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to insert Ist day of 
July, 1845, in the beginning of the seventh section, 
to make it conform to the amendment adopted to 
the first section: agreed to. 

Mr. WOODWARD moved to amend that part of 
the seventh section which gives to members of Con- 
gress and Delegates, and the Clerk of the House 
and Secretary of the Senate, the privilege of frank- 
ing public documents ag me by the two Houses of 
Congress, by adding the following: 

Every such document shall be endorsed with the words 
‘‘public document;” and for every such endorsement false!) 
made the person offending shall pay a fine of $300; and it 
any member of Congress, or Delegate, or officer of the two 
Houses, shall be guilty of any violation or abnse of the 
franking pee os he shall, on conviction thereof, be fined 
a sum not less than $300. 

This amendment was rejected—ayes 60, noes 65. 

Mr. TUCKER moved to strike out the sevent! 
section. 

Mr. WOODWARD moved to amend the eighth 
section, by limiting the franking privilege of mem- 
bers of Congress and Delegates to letters written to 
or by themselves, and newspapers and packets no! 
exceeding two ounces in weight: rejected. 

Mr. A. P. STONE moved to strike out the whole 
8th section. 

Tellers were called for but not ordered. 

A motion was made that the committee rise; 00 
which the vote was taken by Messrs. Simpson and 
A. Kewnepy, as tellers, and they reported 45 in the 
affirmative, and 83 in the negative. So the commit- 
tee refused to rise. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Stone, to strike out the section; which was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. RELFE moved to strike out the words ‘and 
they shall have the right to frank written letters from 
themselves during the whole year, as now author- 
ized by law.” 

Messrs. Grainne. and Woopworrn, as tellers, 
took the vote, and 39 voted in the affirmative, and 
60 in the negative—no querum voting. 

Several gentlemen insisted on the committee ris- 
ing to report that fact tothe House. 

me conversation ensued, and a motion was 
made that the committee rise; which was taken by 
Messrs. Grinnect and Hoag, tellers, who reported 
14 in the affirmative, and 106 inthe negative. So 
the committee refused to rise, 
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“The question recurred on Mr. Rever’s 
amendment; on which the vote was taken by the 


same tellers, who a 27 in the affirmative, and 
97 in the negative. the motion was lost. 

Mr. OWEN proposed to amend those words so 
as to give them the privilege to receive as well as 
send free letters during the year; which was agreed 
0. 
Mr. COBB moved to amend so as to deprive 
members of the franking privilege; which was 


tived. 

"fir. D. L. SEYMOUR moved to strike out the 
words “except newspapers, pamphlets, magazines, 
and periodicals,” so as to make those articles 
mail matter, and to prohibit their transportation by 
private expresses. 

The amendment was lost. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to strike out the word 
“newspapers;”’ which was lost. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to strike out the 
whole 9th section, which prohibits private expresses. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. WOODWARD offered an amendment to 
make all periodical matter free of postage; which 
was lost, 


Mr. DAVID S. REID moved to substitute $2,000 || 


for $150, as the penalty for establishing privae tex- | 


presses; which was negatived. 
Mr. 


rise; Which was negatived. 


Some other amendments were offered; but great | 


confusion prevailed, and they were not heard. 

It was now half-past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the committee rise, 
and asked for tellers on this motion; which were 
ordered. 

The motion was rejected—ayes 33, noes 77. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to strike out $150 and in- 
sert $500, as the penalty against private expresses: 
rejected. 


Mr. G. W. JONES moved that the committee 


rise. 

Mr. HOPKINS asked for tellers; which were 
refused. 

The committee refused to rise. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to strike out $150 and 
insert $1,000, as the penalty against private ex- 
presses. 


HARALSON moved that the committee | 


Mr. G. W. JONES called for tellers; which were ] 


ordered. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was 
rejected—ayes 15, noes 82; no quorum voting. 

{Cries of “report that fact to the House.”’] 

Mr. RATHBUN moved, in order that the House 
might get in better temper, that the committee now 
rise. 

Tellers were asked and ordered; and the question 
being taken, was decided in the negative—ayes 56, 
noes 59. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. 


Tuompson, was taken, and the vote stood—ayes | 


12, noes 74; no quorum voting. 

The committee at length rose, and reported that 
fact to the House. 

Mr. DOUGLASS was successful above many 
other competitors for the floor. He now moved a 
resolution to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from the further consideration of the bill. 

[Cries of *‘ No! no! you can’t do it until the 
amendments are disposed of.”’} 

Objections being made, 


Mr. DOUGLASS moved to suspend the rules for | 


this purpose. 

Mr. COBB moved that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered on this 
motion. 


[A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing the passage by that body of certain bills, 
and asking concurrence therein. | 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, 
and decided in the negative—yeas 52, nays 110. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a call of the House: 
rejected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked if the effect of the res- 
olution would not be to bring the bill into the 
House, and supersede all the amendments, as the 
committee would be discharged without making a 
report. 

he SPEAKER said he would answer that 
question when it came up. 


The question was then put on the motion to sus- | 


pend the rules; and it was decided in the affirmative 
—yeas 114, nays 48. 
Mr. DOUGLASS then offered his resolution to 


discharge the Cowmittee of the Whole from the 





further consideration of the bill; and that it, to- 
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gether with the amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole, be brought to the immediate notice of 
the House. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved a cal! of the House; 
which motion was rejected. 

Mr. A. A. CHAPMAN moved that the House 
adjourn: rejected. : 

r.G. W. JONES moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; and on that he called for the yeas and 
nays. 

An adjournment was moved, and negatived. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the reading of the 
resolution under which they had been acting in 
Committee of the Whole, and the resolution now 
offered. 

The Clerk read them accordingly. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
G. W. Jones, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered, and taken; and resulted—yeas 31, nays 119. 

The question then recurred on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question; and there was a 
second. The main question was ordered to be now 
put, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RATHBUN inquired if the bill was then be- 
fore the House. 

The SPEAKER then said the bill was before the 
House for its action. He next announced that the 
question was on agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the House could have 
no knowledge of the action of the committee unless 
it was reported by its chairman; but the House had 
dispensed with the report of the chairman, and con- 
sequently no amendments were reported. 

The SPEAKER submitted that he could not 
shut his eyes to the facts, and to what the record 
shows. 

Some other conversation ensued. 

Mr. HALE moved the previous question. 

Mr. COBB moved a call of the House, and de- 
manded the yeas and nays thereon; but submitted 
that he would withdraw that motion if the friends 
of the bill would consentto an adjournment. [Loud 
cries of order. 

The SPEAKER then took the vote on ordering 
the yeas and nays, and announced that there were a 
sufficient number to order them. 

An adjournment was moved. 

The yeas and nays were called for on that mo- 
tion, but they were not ordered. 

The adjournment was then negatived. 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. Simons 
and CARPENTER were appointed, who, on taking 
the vote, reported—ayes 45, noes 100. 

The question recurring on the motion for a call of 
the House, the yeas and nays were called for by 
several, but they were not ordered. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON appealed to his friends to let 
the previous question be ordered, and agree to take 
the question to-morrow. He asked the Chair if that 
would not be the first question to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER said that, underjthe resolution of 


‘| the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Doverass,] it 


would. 

The question was then put on the motion for a call 
of the House, and rejected. 

The question on the second to the previous ques- 
tion being carried without a division, 

Mr. G. W. JONES called for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question, but they were not 
ordered. 

The main question was then ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose to a question of order, 
and said that when the House ordered the main 
question to be taken, it must be taken immediately; 
and no motion to adjourn was in order. 

The SPEAKER decided the motion to adjourn 
to be in order; and the question being put, it was 
decided in the affirmative. 

So the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, February 26, 1845. 
On motion, the reading of the journal was dis- 
pensed with. : 
Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following; which 
was agreed to: 


Whereas the general assembly of the State of Arkansas 
has provided by law for thé opening of a road from Little 





Rock to Fort Smith, upon the south side of the Arkansas | 


river; therefore 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the ——— of estab- 
lishing u post road from Little Rock to Fort Smith, on the 
south side of the Arkansas river, in the State of Ar- 
kansas. 
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Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from M. 
S. Littlefield, and other citizens of Maine, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Fryeburg, 
to Bridgeton, in Maine; which was peleenid ike 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, presented a petition from James D. Parker 
and others, of Maine, praying for an appropriation 
for the erection of a light-house, on one of the 
Goldsborough islands and on Morton's Ledge; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from a 
number of inhabitants of Alleghany county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying that the naturalization laws may 
be so altered as to require of foreigners a residence 
of twenty-one years to entitle them to citizenship: 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DIX presented three several petitions from 
citizens of the United States, praying for the an- 
nexation of Canada to the United States; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from in- 
habitants of the Seneca county, New York, pray- 
ing for the immediate reannexation of Texas to the 
United States, and the whole of the Oregon Ter- 
ritory; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


PAY OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, the bill from the House regulating, by re- 
ducing, the pay of the army of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the Committee on 
the Joint Library was discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of David Haas, pro- 
posing to engrave a new map of Texas. 

Also, on his motion, the same committee was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial of Alexander Vattemare, praying for the 
establishment of a permanent system of interna- 
tional exchanges of works published by order of 
Congress; and its further consideration was post- 
poned till the Ist of December next. ‘The reason 
for this disposition of the memorial was, that there 
was not time for any action upon it at this session of 
Congress. 

Mr. ARCHER presented two memorials, nume- 
rously signed by citizens of St. Louis, praying for 
a change in the naturalization laws; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER, it was. 

Resolved, That there be paid out ofthe contingent fund of 
the Senate,and under the direction of the committee to 
audit and control the same, to each of the messengers, assist 
ant messengers, pages, and laborers, in the service of the 
Senate, the same amounts respectively that were paid 


them under a resolution of the Senate at the last ses 
sion. 








The engrossed bill for the relief of John P. Skin- 
ner, and the legal representatives of Isauc Green, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Several bills from the House were read twice, 


| and appropriately referred. 


The bill from the House in alteration of the act 
entitled “An act to establish a port of entry at the 
city of Lafayette,‘in the State of Louisiana,” was 
read twice with a view to reference; when, 

Mr. BARROW remarked that there was no ne- 
cessity for the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Commerce. It was precisely similar to the bill 
of the Senate which had been ordered to a second 
reading without opposition. Therefore, on his mo- 
tion, the previous orders of the day were postponed, 
and the above bill was taken up, and considered as 
in committee of the whole, reported to the Senate; 
and, a to order, read the third time, and 

ssed. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the Chair was em- 
powered to appoint an additional member on the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

The Honse took up for consideration the bill to 
change the time of holding the federal courts of 
Kentucky, which had been returned from the House 
with amendments; and, on the motion by Mr. 
MOREHEAD, the amendments of the House were 
concurred in. 

Several adverse reports of the standing commit- 
tees, on private claims, among which was the case of 
William Buchanan were taken up, and concurred 


in. 

Mr. COLQUITT made a motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the general bill for 
the remission of duty on railroad tron. 


Messrs. PORTER, JARNAGIN, JOHNSON, 
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and BERRIEN, suggested the 
having the bill for the relief of the State of 
and several railroad companies, which was under 


ropriety first of 
ichigan 
consideration esterday, taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. COLQUITT yielded to the suggestion. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of printing the as- 
tronomical and magnetic observations made by Lieutenant 
Gillis, under the instructions of the Navy Department of 
the 13th August, 1838. 

RAIL ROAD IRON. 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill for the relief of the State 
of Michigan and certain railroad companies. 

Mr. JOHNSON hoped the question would be 
taken on the bill, as it was fully discussed yester- 


day. 

Mr. STURGEON remarked that his colleague, 
who expressed a wish wy to say something 
on this bill, was notin his seat. He hoped, how- 
ever, in his absence that the bill would not be passed. 
Suppose, said he, this bill was passed on the ground 
that the iron was imported but not laid down pre- 
vious to the act of 1842, levying a duty on railroad 
iron, with what justice could Congress refuse to re- 
mit the duty to companies which had not been so 
fortunate as to mmport it before the passage of that 
act. The passage of this bill would bring to the at- 
tention of Congress other claims for its bounty, and 
would be followed by the bill for the general remis- 
sion of duty on that article. He felt it to be his duty, 
therefore, to resist its passage, to prevent a result 
which would be so destructive to the interests of 
Pennsylvania. He went for incidental protection. 
The people of Pennsy!vania were in favor of it; and 
he appealed to the friends of that system to resist 
his bill, which went to disturb that system. 

He would content himself without further remark, 
by calling for the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. JARNAGIN expressed his opposition to 
taxing articles of prime necessity, of which iron was 
one, and should therefore vote for the bill remitting 
the duty in this case, believing that the persons who 
had invested their moneys in railroads for the ac- 
commodation of the public were more entitled to 
the bounties of government than these iron-mongers, 
the interests of whom, it was alleged, would be affect- 
ed by the passage of this bill, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked that there was 
no provision of this bill which acted prospectively; 
thet it was altogether retroactive in its character, 
and involved no principle connected with the present 
tariff system. ‘The iron which the bill proposes to 
remit the duty upon, was authorized to be imported 
free of duty if actually laid down before a certain 
date. Circumstances of an embarrassing character 
rendered it utterly impossible to prepare the con- 
struction of the road so as to lay the iron down be- 
fore the expiration of the time allowed by the law 
for that purpose. This bill merely secured the 
benefit of the law authorizing the iron to be import- 
ed free of duty, although it was not actually laid 
down by the time prescribed by the law. It would 
not be liberal, wise, or just policy to deny the ben- 
efits contemplated by that act; especially as the bill 
did not interfere in the slightest degree with the 
course of policy established by the last Congress, in 
the enactment of the tariff law. 

Mr. ASHLEY said he would vote against this 
bill, or any other granting to the railroad companies 
a bounty, unless a provision was made in the same 
bill to protect the mail establishment of the United 
States against the extortionate demands of those 
companies. There ought to be some provision to 
compel those companies to transport the United 
States mail at a reasonable rate, before they should 
be entitled to the benefit of the act; and if Michi- 
gan has constructed a railroad, and desired a bounty 
of the government, she ought to stand on the same 
footing as other corporations in this respect. He 
trusted that no bill would be passed unless there 
was a provision inserted such as he had alluded to. 
He therefore moved to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, with instruc- 
tens to protect the interests of the United States by 
an amendment. 

Mr. PORTER said the State of Michigan, which 
had constructed two hundred miles of railroad, 
would never consent, for the paltry benefit which 
would be derived from the passage of this bill, to sur- 
render those roads to the Postmaster General. He 
would be ready to legislate upon some general 
proposition concerning the carrying of the United 


States mail upon railroads; but would not consent to 


act partially upon the subject as eae He | 
Mr 


hoped the senator from Arkansas 
would not press his motion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN desired to have something to 
say upon this bill; and he wished to know how 
much money it would take out of the treasury if it 
was passed. He could say what he intended against 
the bill when it was upon its passage, and would 
not interfere with its further — at that time. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request- 
ed to transmit to the Senate a report of the synoptical in- 
dex of the treasury instructions for the edministration 
of the revenue laws, from 1789, to the present time, which was 
commenced under the direction of Mr. Secretary Forward, 
and continued under the several provisions of law; and 
that he accompany the same with an estimate of the 
amount of money necessary to defray for any existing ar- 
rears for its preparation. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the previous 
orders of the day were 
the relief of Reuben E. Gentry was taken up, and 
considered as in committee of the whole, reported 
to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. ; 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the joint resolution 


. AsHLey] 


for the relief of Putney & Riddle, of the city of | 


Baltimore, was takef up, and considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole, reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, the previous or- 
ders were postponed, and the bill further to provide 
for the punishment of offences against the United 


States, was taken up for consideration as in com- | 


mittee of the whole. 


ostponed, and the bill for | 
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Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the object of the | 


bill was to extend the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States to certain offences which might be 
committed on board of enrolled and licensed ves- 
sels navigating the lakes and rivers between different 
States. It had been framed in consequence of a 
memorial from Michigan, in which the want of the 
necessary power to punish offences in the United 
States courts was complained of in consequence of 
the jurisdiction now belonging to the States. 

Mr. TAPPAN said he felt constrained to oppose 
the bill. It was true tkat a memorial had come 
from Michigan in its favor; but the States of Ohio 
and Pennsylvania had jurisdiction over parts of 
Lake Erie, as well as other States, and New York 
had jurisdiction over part of Lake Ontario. Now 
there was no application from those States in favor 
of this bill. He did not feel assured that they were 
willing to part with their jurisdiction over their 
waters; and he preferred letting the subject remain as 
it now stood. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that the jurisdiction of 
the States, in all cases where it could be exercised, 
was not interferred with by the bill. The opera- 
tion of the bill was limited to vessels of a certain ton- 
nage sailing under licenses from the United States. 

Mr. TAPPAN replied, and contended that it was 
better to allow the jurisdiction which had been exer- 
cised by the States from the foundation of the gov- 
ernment, without inconvenience, to remain as it 
was. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he was assured by the dis- 
trict judge of his State that such a bill as this was 
necessary. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE contended that the bill 
would only give to the courts of the United States 
that jurisdiction to which they were entitled by the 
constitution. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate 
without amendment. 

Mr. TAPPAN asked for the yne and nays on 
the question of engrossment; which were ordered. 

Mr. PORTER stated a circumstance which hap- 
pened last year, and which gave rise to the applica- 
tion for the passage of the bill. A criminal offence 
was committed on board of a steamer, but the exact 
place where was not known. The counsel for the 
prisoner raised the question of jurisdiction in the 
State court, and the case was dismissed for want of 
power to try it. 

On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the bill was inform- 
ally passed over till to-morrow, in order to afford 
seuators time for examination. 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. MILLER thanked the Senate for its courtesy 
in not requiring him to proceed last night, at the 
late hour at which the senator from Mississippi con- 


| public opinion. 


cluded his remarks. Had it been the pleasure of 
the Senate that he should then have proceeded, he 
would have done so, although he confessed he was 
no advocate for a “midnight cry,” even agains, 
Texas. He rejoiced that the discussion was not 
closed last night, if for no other reason use it 
permitted another sun to rise upon this Union as jt 
now is; whether another sun shall, after this day's 
proceedings, again rise upon it unimpaired, he was 
unable to say. é 

He pronounced the new union, about to be form. 
ed by act of Congress, an unnatural and unconstitu- 
tional union; and, imagining the proposed measure 
a bridal one, he asked who could say, at its con- 
summation, “those whom God hath joined together 
let no man part asunder.” 

He stated the sentiments of New Jersey on thiy 
question; and, calling to mind the merits and ser- 
vices of that State in revolutionary times, he trusted 
in future she would not be forgotten, er kept out of 
view, in the decision of measures of national im- 


rt. 

This was the first time, in the history of our gov- 
ernment, that the acquisition of foreign territory 
was aimed at for the sake of extending our domin- 
ion. He enumerated the influences brought to bear 
for the enforcement of this project. He character- 
ized the out-going President as frantic for Texas; 
the South and West as running wild with the Tex- 
as mania; and the only question asked of those anx- 
ious to become public servants was—not whether 
honest or capable, but—“‘are you for or against 
Texas?” 

In answer to a remark of the senator from South 
Carolina last night, to the effect that the Senate, be- 
ing a small body, was more susceptible of corrup- 
tion than the larger branch of Congress, he inquired 
where were the proofs of the allegation; and then 
defended the Senate from the imputation, maintain- 
ing the propriety of reposing the trust in that body 
which it possessed in conjunction with the execu- 
tive. He dwelt upon the praiseworthy conduct of 
the Senate on the treaty of last session, and eulogized 
the senator from Missouri for the stand he took 
against that measure. He characterized the present 
proposition as the very same measure in substance 
as the treaty of last session. He asked, was the 
Senate ready to show the while feather now, and 

ield to the in-coming administration what it denied 

ast session to the out-going administration? 

He enumerated the various modes of annexation 
proposed, with a view of showing that, however 
favorable the friends of Texas were to the general 
— of annexation, they could not agree as to 
the manner of accomplishing their object. There was, 
however, he considered, a large party outside of 


| Congress whose motto was, ‘‘We must have Texas 


any how.”” What he meant was, that, if Texas is 
to S introduced into this Union, it is to be by 
force—he did not mean force of arms, but force of 
Who, he asked, could resist the 
rolling waves of progressive democracy? It was in 
vain to take up the constitution, and attempt with it 
to arrest the tide; the command to the waves to roll 
back would have no more effect than the command 
of Canute to the sea approaching his feet as he sat 
on the shore of Britain. 

He denied that the proposed union of two inde- 
pendent sovereign republics could, by any act of 
their governments, be constitutionally accomplished. 
The power, he maintained, rested with the organic 
sovereignty of both countries—the pre. ith- 
out their express authority it could not be done; it 
was not a delegated authority. 

He referred to the constitution, and dwelt for 
some time on the powers of that instrument, with a 
view of showing that no authority for this measure 
could be derived from its provisions. 

He argued that, if this joint resolution passed, 
Texas could not actin conformity with her own 
constitution, as we require her to do, within the pre- 
scribed period. 

He held, that, if the power of this government to 


/ annex Texas existed at all, it was in the treaty- 


making pewer. He took issue with the senator 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Wavker,] upon his defini- 
tion of a treaty, and referred to the authors on inter- 
national law to show that the definition of a mere 
deed would not characterize atreaty. He held that 
the joint resolution was a contract of the very same 
import and substance asa treaty; and he insisted that, 
in the nature of things, it never could be executed 
constitutionally by the Congress of the United 
States and the legislature of Texas. The two gov- 
ernments might resolve, and resolve, and re-resolve, 
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for years, to unite themselves; they might meet on 
the Lonke of the Sabine, and beat their ms with 
impatience to embrace each other; but there they 
should stand, separated by that stream, till some 
high priest should be called in to bind them in the 
holy bands of matrimony. Till the high-priest 
(the treaty-making apiser) cine and performed the 
ceremonial, they never could be united. 

He referred to the instances of extra-territorial 
legislation quoted by the senator from Mississippi 
last night in support of his argument, and denied 
that they were of any force, because they only could 
operate In relation to our own citizens and jurisdiction. 
He denied that there was any anal between 
them and the measure now proposed of legislating 
for dominion over a foreign government or territory. 
He adverted to the acts of Congress admitting Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Ohio, and Louisiana, with a view 
of proving from them that these States were obliged 
to be formed by citizens of the United States before 
they could be States admissible into this Union. 
So it was with Lowa and Florida, now ready to be 
admitted. How was it with Texas? She is re- 
quired to make her constitution in conformity with 
our constitution. Who isto form #? Aliens, citi- 
zens of Texas—not citizens of the United States, as 
in all previous precedents of the admission of new 
States. No citizen of the United States can vote in 
Texas for its new constitution, or for forming a new 
State, for our citizens there are aliens. 1t inust be 
done by Texian citizens. 

He looked upon this joint resolution as an attempt 
on the part of the Executive and House of Repre- 
sentatives to break down the constitutional privileges 
of the Senate, and to head the Senate and deprive 
itofits rights lt was an attempt by the other two 
branches of the government, to subdue and control 
State rights. Itis a State matter. The States owe 
ulegiance to the general government as it is. His 
people never made it a part of the compact of union 
that they were to fight for the people or State of 
Texas. Should the occasion of battle come in any 
one of the twenty-six States or the Territories of 
the Union as it now is,—no matter whether on the 
remotest bounds of Arkansas or Florida, or on the 
border of the frozen North—there the citizens of 
New Jersey would be found fighting for the Union 
to which they owe allegiance. But upon what 
right or authority could they be required to go to 
Texas and fight for itand for its people? He de- 
nounced the principle of acquiring territory for the 
purpose of balancing sectional interests. He quoted 
the message of the senator from South Carolina, 
when he was Governor of that State, touching the 
proposition of annexing Texas in 1836, in proof of 
the ill consequences of that measure in relation to 
South Carolina and State rights. 

If disunion ever severed this government, it would 
be by a blow not aimed from any one of the States 
now in the Union, but from the “lone stars” to be 
admitted from abroad. 

He admonished the Senate against following the 
course of Rome in the aggrandisement of territory; 
a course of policy which Jaid the foundation of her 
destruction. He denied wholly that the people had 
decided in the late elections the necessity or desi- 
rability of the annexation of Texas. 

In relation to the assumed advantages of annex- 
ation, he denied that Texas could give anything 
valuable to the Union—ports for our commerce, or 
consumption for our products and manufactures; she 
could give us nothing but what we do not want— 
territory and lands, of which we have more than we 
know what to do with—cotton, of which we grow 
too much already—sugar, to compete with what we 
now produce—her debt! this, he said, will be a new 
item in the democratic creed—the assumption of 

State debts—for he held the United States would be 
bound to see the debt paid. Would the Texas lands 
suffice? No; these lands have been granted away 
three times over. 

Touching upon the question of slavery, he held 
that Congress had no right to interfere in the mat- 
‘er, directly or indirectly, and should entertain no 
ineasure bearing on the subject. 

As to the argument that we must take Texas to 
keep England Trom getting it—indeed, he read in 
some paper lately, it should be done because when 
Santa Anna was arrested a contract between him 
and Great Britain was found in his breeches pocket 
—it seemed to him, that instead of obeying the 
injunction of living with the fear of God continually 
before our eyes, we are now living with the fear of 
Great Britian continually haunting our imaginations. 

Again: others comforted themselves with the as- 
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surance that Texas would become the reservoir of 
slavery, into which all the slaves in the Union would 
flow, until, finally, they would make the territory 
beyond the Del Norte their exodus. His plan was 
to emancipate the Africans, and send them back to 
their native country—not to Mexico, among old 
Spaniards, to become citizens there. 

The eye of the country was fixed upon this Sen- 
ate, and expected it to stand up firmly against ex- 
ecutive encroachment and the excitement of the mo- 
ment. It looked at itas a whig Senate; and if the 
power was to pass from this whig Senate’s hands on 
the 4th of March, would it not be best to turn over 
this question to those coming in? Let the friends 
of Texas look to Texas; but let the whig Senate 
look to the Union as it is, and preserve it and the 
constitution. 

Mr. M. having addressed the Senate two hours 
and a half, concluded his remarks by an appeal to 
the Senate against the proposed measure. 

Mr. BAGBY next obtained the floor, but yielded 
it to the senator from Maine fora report from the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVANS then reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, the House bill making appropri- 
ations for the civil and diplomatic service, with vari- 
ous amendments. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER—who remarked 
that the hour of recess was at hand—the joint reso- 
lution for annexation was passed over informally, 
and the Senate went into executive session. 

The Senate, at three o’clock, took a recess till five 
o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The CHAIR laid before the Senate an executive 
communication, which was laid on the table. 

The Senate bill regulating postages and the frank- 
ing privilege as returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with amendments, was taken up. 

Mr. MERRICK desired to have the amendments 
read. 

Mr. 
present. 

The CHAIR replied that there was not. 

Mr. BERRIEN objected to any action on the sub- 
ject until a quorum was present. 

After a delay of ten or fifteen minutes a quorum 
was announced, and 

Mr. FOSTER moved the reference of the House 
amendments of the postage bill to the Committee on 
the Post Office. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the special order 
was then taken up. 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. BAGBY being entitled to the floor, rose and 
addressed the Senate for two hours and a half. 

Mr. BAGBY observed, after a few remarks in- 
distinctly heard, that the Senate would do him the 
justice to say, from the beginning down to the pres- 
ent stage of this discussion, however much he may 
have sinned in other respects, he had not trespassed 
on its patience in regard to the question which in- 
volves the annexation of Texas to the United States 
of America. In regard to this question he had pur- 
sued a course that perhaps best became him. He 
had listened to the arguments of those whose expe- 
rience, age, and position gave them infinitely more 
claim to the attention and consideration of the Sen- 
ate than any thing he could possibly assert 
or claim; but although he had been thus respectful, 
as he designed and was determined ever to be, it 
never was his intention from the time this question 
first presented itself to the American mind, or to the 
consideration of the Congress of the United States, 
to forego that privilege which belonged to him asa 


BERRIEN inquired if a quorum was 


man, as an American citizen, and as a senator, of | 


expressing freely, fearlessly, and openly those opin- 
ions which amounted to the most absolute convic- 
tion of duty upon his mind. Such had been his 
course, such had been his intention, and such was 
now his determination. 

The question now before the Senate, relieved of 
all its embellishments and stripped of all disguises, 
was nothing more nor less—for he intended to state 
itin all its force precisely as he knew it to be— 
than whether the Congress of the United States has 
the power, derived from the constitution of the 
country-—notto admit new States, because he would 
go into no technical speculation in the investigation 
o* this case, but rather choose to present it precise- 
ly as it appeared to him in the exercise of that high 
and solemn duty which he was now called upon 
to perform--but whether Congress has the power, 
derived from the constitution, to admit foreign 
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States into this confederacy. That was the point to 

which he intended to direct the greater portion of 

the arguments which he invented to submit upon 

this question. It had not been his practice, either 

in public or private life, to dodge around a question 

upon which he had been called upon to act; and it 

never would be his practice. And so far as con- 

cerned himself personally—greatly as he valued the 

statements and judgment of others, greatly as he 

appreciated that public jndgment which was said to 

have been pronounced upon this question—standing 

here in his character of a senator covered with the 

sacred panoply of State sovereignty, he blotted out 

all construction upon the determination of a consti- 

tutional question. ‘That question he determined for 

himself, recognising, in the settlement of it, no 
other responsibility than that which, as an humble, 

frail, transitory, aud fleeting mortal, he felt for the 

God who made him. What! was he to be guided 

by senators on the other side of the House? or 

was he to be told by senators on this side that a con- 

stitutional question is to be decided by the result of 
a presidential election? God forbid! He had some 

constitutional principles—he had some moral prin- 

ciples—some conscientous principles, and if these 

were to be surrendered for the acquisition of this 

measure or the success of that—ifone or the other had 

to give way, he said let it be the measure, or all 
the reasons that statesmanship could devise, all the 
arguments that human ingenuity could invent, 
would be thrown away upon him, when on the one 
hand he had to welch the results of presidential 
elections, or popular movements, or party tactics, and 
on the other the constitution of his country. For 
one, therefore, at the start, speaking for himself in- 
dividually, he denied here that any constitational 
p weap ever had been or ever could be settled by 
the result of a presidential election. He saw from 
the time he came here, and he saw with mortifica- 
tion and regret, that, although we came here, accord- 
ing to the understanding of our constituents, for the 
purpose of enacting laws for the good of this great 
and glorious republic, the tariff, Texas, and every 
other great question presented to us, was made to 
yield and bow down to the judgment which was 
said to have been pronounced in favor of the consti- 
tutionality of those measures in the election of the 
chief magistrate of the United States. ‘The habits of 
his life, his reflections, and the operations of his 
mind had all been popular—all on the side of the 
people; but it could not be expected that they should 
understand thoroughly those abstract and intricate 
principles that enter into the consideration of a great 
constitutional quesucn; and, therefore, he undertook 
to say that it was impossible to determine and settle 
this question in a mere popular election. He asked 
in the name of the An:ertcan people—he asked in the 
name of reason and cominon sense, what would be- 
come of the constitution of this country if the doctrine 
was once to prevail that these questions are settled at 
the popular elections throughout the country? We 
were all told that the constitutionality ofa bank of 
the United States, and of a protective tariff, had 
been correctly settled at the ballotbox. It might be 
so; buthe would asx senators if, in settling their 
great constitutional questions, they settled them at 
the ballot box? Fie therefore laid down this propo- 
sition, without any fear of offence to the American 
people, that neither the American people, nor the 
people of any other country, were competent to the 
determination of those great abstract questions 
which enter into the consideration of the constitu- 
tion. This might be popular or ea ory. but in 
his judgment it was the case, and he had no fear in 
expressing his opinions. 

To go back to ral pom question involved in the 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, now 
before the Senate. We had been told that the cen- 
stitution of the country—upon which he should 
stand while he was a public, and while he was a 
private man—in terms not to be misunderstood, in 
its palpable, plain,and obvious letter, provides for 
the admission of new States into the Union. And 
it does provide for the admission of new States into 
the Union; and he was determined, “sink or swim, 
stand or fall, survive or perish,” to preserve, as far as 
depended upon him, that instrument, as he received 
it from the hand of our glorious ancestry. What 
is the language of the constitution of the United 
States, under which this power to admit, not new 
States but this foreign State, into the Union is claim- 
ed? He had not read this clause lately, and he hed 
not the book by him, for he did not much encurnber 
himself with papers, and he was sorry to say he 
did not much annoy himself with books; but hive 
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was a plain, simple expression contained in the 
constitution, which all of us learned long since, and 
which every senator must have become acquainted 
with before he was entitled to a place on this floor; 
and what was that? “New States may be admitted 
by the Congress into this Union.” fe was told, 
and told by some of those to whom, upon other 
subjects, and for whom, upon other occasions, he 
would concede everything, that it was a grant of 
power without limitation, and as broad as the uni- 
verse. Not so. He was not about to amuse the Sen- 
ate when powers so much better than his had been 
employed upon that subject; but he was going to 
adhere to the plain letter and language of the 
constitution, and to show, if within his bo 
er, what was the obvious intent of the fram- 
ers of that instrument. “New States may be 
admitted into this Uunion:” agreed hat 
follows? “But”’—and it must be remembered 
that buts are the most formidable things that we had 
to contend with through life—“but no new States 
shall be formed out of the large States’—he was 
not giving the words precisely, but the meaning— 
“without their consent.” That satisfied the large 
States. “Nor shall any new States be formed by 
the union of small States, without their consent.” 
‘This was the grant, and these were the limitations— 
these the limitations and restrictions. And what 
does itamount to? To this: that new States may 
be admitted by the Congress into this Union, but 
they shall not be admitted in the two modes which 
the constitution expressly prohibits. He desired to 
ask his friends, whigs and democrats, what the 
ereat and illustrious framers of the constitutidn were 
at when they employed this phraseology? As he 
understood it, they were at this: they were forming 
a coustitution for themselves and their posterity. 
They were forming a government for themselves 
and forus. It was contended, however, that it could 
nut besupposed, or presumed, according to the state 
of things which then existed, that these men, illus- 
trious and sagacious as they were, could never have 
been able to look further along the line of time than 
not to see that the time would come according to the 


progress of events, and the great natural law 
of the increase of population, when other 
States would have to be admitted into this 


Union than those already existing. He was not 
disposed to intercept one ray of light that emanated 
from those greatand illustrious patriots; and accord- 
ing to his understanding, they had formed a consti- 
tution not only perfect in all its parts, but perfect as 
awhole. They had provided, according to the dic- 
tates of their judgment, not only for all the cases 
that had occurred, but for the very case now before 
us. ‘There‘is no difficulty in regard to the question 
of the admission of Texas into this Union, or the 
annexation of Texas to the United States. They 
had not, as had been said here, conferred all the 
power upon the two houses of Congress; but as 
statesmen and patriots they had confided certain 
powers to other departments of the government. 
"This was the form in which this question was placed 
by the framers of the constitution, and he took it 
from that article which was deemed to be sustained 
by precept upon precept: that new States might be 
formed out of such territory as belonged to the 
United States under the treaty of 1783, and such 
other territory, and such other people,as might be 
acquired according—not any how, because he wished 
his friend from New Jersey [Mr. eee to under- 
stand from him for one, as a politician and a consti- 
tutionalist, he did not belong to the anyhow class— 
to the great principles of liberty. There might be 
those who really misunderstood, and others who 
pretended to misunderstand—though he charged no 
man—how it was that new States could be consti- 
tutionally admitted, or formed, out of territory be- 
yond the limits of this confederacy; but there was 
no man, great or small, having in view the plain, in- 
disputable meaning of the words in the constitution, 
who, in his humble judgment, could come to any 
other conclusion than that this power is given by the 
constitution. We are told in the preamble that 
they were framing a government for themselves and 
their posterity. 

Here Mr. B. quoted the preamble of the cons- 
tiitudion and commented upon it at large. 
How, then, was this act to be done’ 

a prophet or the son of a, prophet; but if it could 
be done—and he prayed God it might be done—it 
could only be done in one way, and that was the 
mode intimated ata previous stage of this debate by 
the senator from Missouri. By adopting that mode 
we get clear of all the difficulties that embarrass 


He waa not 
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this question. He was very well aware of the dan- || 
gers that beset the path of every man who under- || 


takes to intercept the accomplishment of an act 
having in view a great object like this. Upon this, 
and all other questions, the people of the country 
had a right to judge and determine; but they had 
only determined one thing in regard to this ques- 
tion; they had determined that they were in favor 
of the admission of Texas into the Union, but not 
that it should take 
constitution. If this thing could be done accord- 
ing to the forms of that instrument, he was in favor 
of it; but if he was to determine between the ad- 
mission of Texas asa State into this Union in vio- 
lation of the constitution, and the preservation of 
the constitution, let it involve what it might to him 
with that people, he went for the constitution. 

He did not look upon this asa southern ques- 
tion, a sectional question, much less a local ques- 
tion. It oapitiivel not whether he came from the 
North, South, East, or West; he was an American 
citizen, and he looked upon it as an American citi- 
zen, not asa southern man. He came here to ask 
no sectional, no southern favors. 

Mr. B., after further remarks illustrating his 
views, avowed his conviction that Texas could be 
admitted into the United States under the provis- 
ions of the constitution in the manner proposed by 
the senator from Missouri; and if the joint resolu- 
tion should be amended so as to conform to those 
provisions of the constitution, it should receive his 
support. 

lr. UPHAM next obtained the floor, and spoke 
for about an hour. 

He said the people of Vermont were opposed to 
the annexation of Texas in every shape and form, 
no matter how it may be presented. Not in any 
unkind spirit to Texas—for as a sister republic the 
people of Vermont would be glad to see her free, 
independent, and successful in her career; they 
wish to see her going on her way rejoicing—but 
they never would consent to the palpable violation of 
the constitution, which the measure now under con- 
sideration proposes. 

This joint resolution he considered the result of an 
appeal made by the executive to the House of Rep- 
reseitatives against the decision of this body upon 
the treaty of last session. And now the judgment 
of the House on that appeal is sent here for the ap- 
probation of the Senate. 

The joint resolution, if adopted, would be the 
means of dismembering and breaking up this Union. 
We had got along prosperously for fifty years, with- 
out resorting to any such extraordinary and unau- 
thorized exercise of power as this. It would startle 
the fathers of the constitution, if they could return to 
this earth and wiiness this assumption of power un- 
der that instrument. 


He commented upon the terms and requisitions of | 


the joint resolution, pointing out various objections 
which presented themselves to his mind. 

Mr. U. nextentered upon the constitutional ques- 
tion, and argued it at great length, quoting the histo- 
ry of the convention, concurrent accounts of the pe- 
culiar situation in which Vermont was at the time, 
and of the various propositions of amendment 
brought forward during the formation of the consti- 
tution. In view ofall this, he concluded that the 
proof was indubitable that no such power was in- 
tended to be granted as that assumed for the passage 
of this joint resolution. 

The people of Vermont were opposed to annexa- 
tion on the ground of expediency, as well as on 
that of constitutionality. First, because it would be 
a breach of faith with Mexico. Next, because it 
would be an extension of the three-fifths representa- 
tion of the South. They are satisfied to abide by 
the constitution, as far as it already authorizes the 
three-fifths principle of representation; but they are 
utterly opposed to its extension to new slave terri- 
tory. Another objection the people of Vermont had 
to the annexation of Texas was with regard to the 
injurious effect which they conceive would result 
to them from this additional force to the voice of the 
free-trade portion of the country injurious to the 
protective system. 

Mr. BATES next obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAYTON moved an adjournment. 

Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays on 
the question of adjournment. 

The yeas and nays being ordered, were taken, 
and resulted—yeas 21, nays 23, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, E-vans, Francis, Hun- 


tington, Jarnagin, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Rives, 
Upham, White, and Woodbridge—21. 


lace in violation of the federal 
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NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag. 
by, Benton, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickiuson, Fairfield, Han. 
negan, Haywood, Henderson, Hager, Lewis, McDuffie 
Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Walker, and 
Woodbury—23. 

Mr. BATES then proceeded. He said he should 
not have risen to participate in this debate had he not 
felt convinced that the measure now proposed was 
a gross and palpable violation of the constitution, 
He entered at once into an examination of the eon. 
stitutional power relied upon. All power he cop. 
tended belonged to the sovereign people; and the 

uestion was, whether the people had delegated to 

ngress the power of admittinga foreign govern. 
ment or foreign State, full grown, into this Union 
He denied that the power to do this was delegated 
to Congress by the people. 
_ He denied that this question was decided upon by 
the people in the late election; and he asserted that 
if this were now to be put, the vote of the people 
would be two to one against it, provided the polls 
were purged of those who were interested in the 
measure, or whose kindred are interested. 

Mr. DAYTON, at twenty minutes past nine, 
moved an adjournment. 

Mr. BATES observed, that if the Senate would 
indulge him by adjourning, he would not require 
more than half an hour to-morrow morning to con- 
clude his remarks. 

On the motion to adjourn, Mr. WALKER called 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The vote was then taken, and resulted—yeas 26, 
nay 26, as follows: 

YEAS.—Megssrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fran. 
cis, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, 
Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Up- 
ham, White, andWoodridge—26. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag. 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Lewis, 
McDuffie, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Walker, and Woodbury—26. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BATES resumed his remarks, and took up 
the branch of the subject relating to slavery. He 
denounced the principle openly avowed by the sen- 
ator from Maryland and others, that it was neces- 
sary to pass this measure because it would strength- 
en the interests of the slave States He believed 
there was a strong conservative y in the free 
States composed of both political parties; which 
conservative party while they uphold the constitu- 
tion and its compromises as a cardinal principle, 
yet hold slavery to be a great moral and political 
evil. There was also a strong abolition party, one 

nortion of which designated itself the liberty party. 

Ie could tell gentlement that it was with great diffi- 
culty the conservative party could restrain the aboli- 
tion party. Was it prudent or wise to increase the 
jealousies of the opponents of slavery, and to in- 
crease the feeling among the conservatives nst 
this moral and political evil, by strengthening it. If, 
in support of this, you violate the constitution by 
passing this resolution, every barrier which the 
conservatives have been sustaining will be left at 
the mercy of the abolitionists. Louisiana was not 
an analogous case. That ee was necessary 
for the navigation of the Mississippi and for the 
sake of the commercial depot of New Orleans. Bet- 
ter “bear the ills we have, than fly to others that 
we know not of.” Violate the constitution for the pur- 
pose of extending slavery, and you kindle a flame it 
will be out of our power to extinguish. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN obtained the floor, and 
hoped there would be no objection to an adjourn- 
ment. He desired to address the Senate. There 
was now very little doubt the vote would be taken 
to-morrow. He would move an adjournment. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that the adoption of the 
motion to adjourn would not cause any delay of the 

riod when the question would be taken. The 

enate might enter upon the consideration of the 
subject at an earlier hour, and after the senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. Crirrenpen] and himself had been 
heard, it might be decided. 

Mr. BUCHANAN hoped that the motion to ad- 
journ would be acceded to, with the understanding 
that the Senate would commence at an earlier hour 
to-morrow, and decide the question. 

Mr. ARCHER assented, and said that the ques- 
tion might be disposed of immediately after the 
recess. 

Mr. ALLEN said that, before he gave his assent 
to the motion to adjourn, he desired to know who 
intended to speak on the opposite side of the ques- 
tion. 


% 





= a - 
WS, 
Ne 





